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ELECETION COMMISSION OF INDIA 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 1973 

S.O. 407. — In pursuance of section 106 of the Represen- 
tation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Commission 
hereby publishes the Judgement dated the 4th October, 1972 
of the High Court of Judicature at Patna in Election Petition 
No. 5 of 1971. 

[No. 82/BR/5/7J] 
By Order 

V. NAGASUBRAMANIAN, Secy. 
THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF PATNA 
Election Petition No. 5 of 1971 
In the matter of an application under sections 80 A and 81 

of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, 

Hansu Singh Petitioner, 

VERSUS 

Nagendra Prasad Yadav Respondent. 

For the Petitioner : M/s. B. C. Ghosc, Pradyuman 
Narain Singh and Yogcndra Mishra. 

For the Respondent : M/s. Kanhaiya Prasad Verina and 
Kamla Kant Prasad. 

The 4th October, 1972 

Present t 

The Hon’ble Mr. Justice C. P. Sinha 

C. P. Stnha, J. — This election petition has been filed 
under sections 80A and 81 of the Representation of the 
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People Act, 1951 (hereinafter referred to as the Act) by 
Hansu Singh as an elector. It seeks to challenge the vali- 
dity of election of the respondent Nagendra Prasad Yadav 
from 11-Sitamarhi Parliamentary Constituency comprising of 
six Assembly Constituencies, namely, Sitamarhi, Bathnaha, 
Sursand, Sonbarsa, Majorganj and Seohar. The petitioner 
claims to be a voter in his village Panthpakar, police station 
Sitamarhi, within the Bathnaha Assembly constituency. In 
this parliamentary election the respondent (Ruling Congress 
Party candidate) defeated his nearest rival Thakur Yugal 
Kishorc Singh, who had contested as a candidate of the 
Samyukta Socialist Party, by a majority of 28,705 votes (re«- 
pondent polled 2,17,396 votes whereas Thakur Yugal Kishorc 
Singh got 1,88,691 votes). 

2. There is no dispute that prior to the instant election 
which took place in March 1971, this respondent (Nagendra 
Prasad Yadav) had also defeated Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh in the Parliamentary elections of 1962 and 1967, where- 
after the latter had unsuccessfully challenged those elections 
of the respondent. In 1962 his election petition was dismissed 
by the Election Tribunal and his appeal to the High Court 
against that also met the same fate, In 1967 he challenged 
the election before the High Court and after his failure 
here he preferred an appeal to the Supreme Court which 
was also dismissed. 11 has, however, been suggested for the 
petitioner that in those litigations the respondent’s election 
wns challenged on grounds other titan the present ones. The 
present petitioner (P. W, 47) has admitted that in the in- 
stant election he had worked ns a counting agent of Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh in Bathnaha Assembly segment and in 
1962 and 1967 elections he had, as an active member of the So- 
cialist Party, worked for Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh, While de- 
nying the respondent’s suggestion that he (P, VC 47) has 
filed this election petition at the instance of Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh, he (P.W. 47) has stated that after the result of this 
election, he asked Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh, to file election 
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petition but he refused to do so saying that be would not 
file such a petition, and if he (petitioner) so liked he might 
do it whereafter he (P. W. 47) filed this election petition. 


the ballot box sealed in their presence and further compelled 
the Presiding Officer to prepare his report Indicating peaceful 
polling at the booth. 


3. After the dissolution of the Parliament (Lok Sabha) in 
December, 1970 fresh elections were held in March, 1971 
throughout the country. As per programme of the Election 
Commission, for election to this 11-Sitamarhi Parliamentary 
Constituency, last date for filing of nomination papers was 
fixed on 3-2-1971 and withdrawal, if any, was to be done 
by 8-2-1971. Polling was to be held on 1-3-197 1 and count- 
ing of votes was to commence on 10-3-1971 and the election 
result was to be announced on 11-3-1971. 

4. After publication of the above election programme, 9 
persons including the respondent (Nagendra Prasad Yadav), 
Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh and Ram Sewak Saran Yadav 
filed their nominations for election from this Sifamarhi Par- 
liamentary Constituency. After scrutiny of the nomination 
papers, 5 persons including above Ram Sewak Saran Yadav 
withdrew their nomination leaving only 4, namely, the res- 
pondent Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh, Indal Singh and 
Ratneshwari Nandan Singh in the field of contest. The 
respondent as a candidate of the Ruling Congress was allowed 
the Symbol of cow-calf and Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh 
had tree as his symbol as a candidate of the Socialist Party. 
The symbols of the other two contestants, who were indepen- 
dents, were ‘lion’ and ‘scale’, respectively. 

5. The election as scheduled took place on 1-3-1971 and 
the counting of votes commenced on 10-3-1971 and was 
completed in the early hours of 11-3-1971 whereafter the 
result was published declaring the respondent duly elected, 
having secured the majority of valid votes. 

6. According to the petitioner, the respondent Nagendra 
Prasad Yadav, his election agent Sitaram Yadav and his 
agents, workers and supporters with respondent’s consent, 
had, at the time of this election, indulged in corrupt practi- 
ces as contemplated by section 123(2) and (7) of the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951, whose details, as given 
in the election petition, are as follows. 

7. On the day of poll and even earlier to (hat, these per- 
sons had committed corrupt practices of undue influence at 
several places and polling stations by assaulting, threatening 
and terrorising the voters, polling agents and supporters of 
other contesting candidates whose details are incorporated in 
Schedule 1 of the election petition, and as a result of those 
corrupt pratices a large number of voters could not exercise 
their franchise. 

8. Respondent’s two polling agents Bhola Singh and Ram Surut 
Singh at Majhoura polling station within Bathnaha Assembly 
constituency with the help of lathials captured the booth and 
they restrained the voters, as named in Schedule 2 of the 
election petition, from casting their votes. They also obtained 
ballot papers from the Presiding Officer of the booth and in- 
serted them into the ballot box after stamping, These lathials 
also made the Presiding Officer concerned fill up his poll dairy 
showing peaceful polling at the booth out of fear. 


9. The petitioner had learnt from Bindeshwari Garni ol 
village Matiar (P. W. 34) that similar incidents had taker 
place on several other polling booths on the election day 
At about 1 P M. that day, Ram Bahadur Singh, M. L. A 
(R. W. 31) and Dr. Devcndra Nath (R. W. 44) had arrives 
at Jogbana Lower Primary School booth (within Bathnah; 
Assembly constituency) on a jeep bearing No. BRF 5732 
After their such arrival respondent’s polling agents Fulo Ra 
and Jagadish Raut (R. W. 23) talked with them and then the, 
left the polling booth but returned to it after a shortwhih 
with lathials numbering about 50, They all then threatenee 
ana terrorised the voters who were standing in tho queu< 
to cast their votes and made them leave tho queue to sav< 
their hves without casting votes, Therafter they demandec 
ballot papers from the Presiding Officer (P. \V. 48) ant 
polling officers. When they refused to part with the ballo 
papers, under the orders of Dr. Devendra Nath, some o 
those assaulted the polling officers Syed Amir Hassai 

i C - W- 1) and Indal Singh (P. XV. 45) and also the Presid 
! n J, ( ;^ llcer W ' 48) and snatched away a large number o 
bal ot papers from the Presiding Officer. Thereafter, the abovi 

R ?' ajld Ja « dish Rat'* put those ballot, 
Into the ballot box after stamping them, and they all go 


10. At about 2 P. M. on the poll day, a group of respon- 
dent’s lathials were moving in bus No. BRF 4588 belonging 
to respondent’s wife without any proper permit and reached 
Kumba polling station within Sursand Assembly constituency 
and entered into the polling booth, Only a few minutes 
thereafter respondent’s election agent Sitaram Yadav (R. W. 
33) arrived at the booth on jeep No. BRF 6809. There- 
after, Sitaram Yadav along with those lathials surrounded the 
polling party inside the booth. Those lathials cought hold 
of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh’s polling agent Mahadeo 
Singh (P. W. 19) at the booth and forcibly removed him 
(Mahadeo Singh) from the booth and then took the ballot 
papers from the Presiding Officer and stamped and put them 
into the ballot box, and also got the ballot box sealed in 
their presenec. 

11. At about 2.36 P, M, that day respondent’s election 

agent Sitaram Yadav (R. W. 33) arrived on his above jeep 

No. BRF 6809 at Sutihara Central School booth within 
Sursand Assembly Constituency. Shortly thereafter the above 
group of lathials moving in bus No. BRF 4588, who were 
all in drunken state, also arrived at this booth. They threa- 
tened the voters as also Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh’s poll- 
ing agents at the booth and asked them to leave the booth. 
Upon that the voters left the place out of fear. They then 
asked the Presiding Officer to allow them to cast votes In 
the name of voters hut the Presiding Officer refused to 

oblige them when, under the orders of Sitaram Yadav 

(R. W. 33) they made assaults on the Presiding Officer and 
also on Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh’s polling agent Jamuna Pra- 
sad Mishra (P. W. 21). After this incident the Presiding Officer 
informed the Police Inspector of Sursand police circle about 
it, whereupon, the Sub-Inspector of Police of the Sursand 
police station along with the patrolling party came and follow- 
ed the bus and over took it near Makunahia polling station, 
within Sursand Assembly constituency. He seized the bus 
along with those lathials and took them in custody. There- 
after, the respondent made every attempt to get them released 
by aprroaching the District Magistrate of Muzaffarpur (P.W.- 
43), the Subdivisional Officer and the Deputy Superintendent 
of Police, Siteramarhi (P.Ws. 36 and 37) but could not succeed 
in securing their release at that time. They heve since been 
granted bail by the Subdivisional Magistrate, Sitamarhi. Full 
facts about these Incidents are mentioned in the different 
statio^dtary entries of Sursand Police station of that date 


A, A Lr ollt 9 A M ’ lhat 0-3-1971), Sitaram Yadav 
(K. W. 33) came to Ranjitpur polling booth within Sitamarhi 
Assembly constituency in his above jeep no. BRF 6809. 
Shortly thereafter, the workers and supporters of the res- 
pondent assembled there. SitHmm Yadav then ordered the 
removal of the two polling agents Adya Kumar (PW 20) 
and Ramanand Sah of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh from 
this booth upon which those workers and supporters of 
the respondent forcibly removed those polling agents and 
confined them in a room for tho whole day They then 
made the voters in the booth leave the place after meeting 
out threats whereafter Sitaram Yadav got bogus polling 
re' ° n having learnt about this incident, Damodar Jha 
of Sitamarhi (P. W. 29) teicphonically informed the 
Magistrate mcharge of the election control room at sitamarhi 
regarding this matter. Thereafter, the patrolling party 
arrived at the booth and stopped those high handed acts of 
Sitaram Yadav, 


v',', jV b -L ? A ' M ; thc respondent Nagendra Prasad 
uTJal Y' fh ,, US w ? rkc r « and lathials came to Oriental 
Middle School polling booth within Sitamarhi Assembly 
constituency and threatened the voters and polling agents 
of Thakur Yugal Kishore Smgh to leave the booth, The 
voters did not however, leave the booth whereupon they 
were all assaulted by the respondent and his workers who 
snatched away the voters’ list from the bands of Prof. 
Upendra Naram Smgh (P. W. 22) who was working for 
P akur Yugal Kishore Smgh at the booth. The 8 voters 
thereupon left the booth out of fear. Then Nagendra 
Prasad Yadav (respondent) asked his workers to castVigus 
Jha e3 rP W commenced doing, When above Damodar 
Jha (P. W. 29) and Thakur Gujanandan Singh got in- 
formation about such bogus polling after staggering the 
genuine voters they teicphonically informed the 8 Magistrate 
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incharge of the control room at Situmarhi who sent Sri 
B. N. Singh, Circle Officer, Bajpatti (P. W. 44) along with 
police party to prevent the respondent and his workers from 
interefcring with the electoral right of the genuine voters. 
Even after their arrival the respondent and his workers did 
not allow the voters to exercise their franchise and conse- 
quently the police party had to brandish iathies for bring- 
ing the situation under control. 

14. At about 1.30 P. M. that day the respondent along 
with his workers followed by lathiais came to Sitamarhi 
Lakshmi High School polling station within Sitamarhi 
Assembly constituency and got Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh’s 
polling agent Prof. Shrccman Singh (P. W, 18) removed 
from the booth. Thereafter, they threatened the voters as 
also the polling party with dire consequencies. As a result 
thereof, the voters and that polling agent fled away to save 
their lives and then the respondent asked those workers to 
take away the ballot papers from the Presiding Officer. 
In the meantime respondent’s lathiais, about 100 in number, 
also arrived at this booth in bus No. BRF 5588, belong- 
ing to his nephew Chandrika Prasad Yadav which was 
plying without proper permit. Those workers of the res- 
pondent then stamped ballot papers and consigned them to 
the ballot box. The patrolling party No. 159 then informed 
the Magistrate incharge of the control room, Sitamarhi 
regarding these malpractices committed by the respondent 
and his workers. At that very time Ramanand Singh, 
M. T. A. also informed the Magistrate incharge of the 
control room, Sitamarhi regarding those high-handed acts of 
the respondent. When those high-handed acts of the respon- 
dent and his workers and supporters could not be 
checked, Thiikur Girjanandun Singh informed the Sub- 
divisional Magistrate and the Deputy Superintendent 
of Police, Sitamarhi about that matter. On being informed, 
both of them left for the place and when they reached 
Mchsaul Chauk, within Sitamarhi town, they noticed the 
above bus No. BRF 5588 moving with respondent’s lathiais. 
It was then checked and seized with those lathiais and their 
weapons and they were all sent to jail. The respondent there- 
after approached the authorities, namely, the District Magi- 
strate, Sub-divisional Magistrate and Dupty Superintendent 
of Police concerned to secure the release of those lathiais 
but they did not do so and only recently they have been 
released on bail by the Sub-divisional Magistrate. Full facts 
of this incident were recorded in the station diary entry 
of Sitamarhi police station dated 1-3-1971, us made by the 
offlcer-in-charge. 

15. As the petitioner had further learnt, respondent's 
election agent Sitcram Yadav (R. W. 33) along with res- 
pondent’s workers like Ram Scwuk Yadav (R, W. 27), 
Indradeo Prasad Yadav, Sheonandan Bal (R. W. 11), Hardeo 
Prasad Yadav (R. W. 17), Sonelal Rai (R. W. 11) and 
Faturi Singh who were all on above jeep No. BRF 6809 
and respondent’s i bovc 100 lathiais who were on above bus 
No. BRF 5588, hud moved from one polling station to an- 
other and in that course captured the booths and hud done 
95 per cent bogus voting after restraining and terrorising the 
genuine voters on 30 polling station, as named in para- 
graphs 23 and 24 cut the election petition (of these 30 booths 
the petitioner in court has adduced evidence only in respect 
of 4, namely, at Thandaspur, Mehsaul and Bhairo Kotin). 

16. On account of the above booth capturing and bogus 
polling, a large number of ballot papers had to be rejected 
by the Assistant Returning Officer at the time of counting of 
votes because they did not bear the signature of the Presid- 
ing Officer. 

17. The respondent made a plan to bribe the Presiding 
Officer and police force by giving Rs. 100/- to such Prcsid- 
ing Officer and such police havildar who could help him in 
handing over ballot papers for putting them into ballot box 
after necessary stamping. As a result of this conspiracy, almost 
cent per cent of the votes on the booths as mentioned in 
paragraph 24 of ihe election petition were found polled in 
favour of the respondent. The Snmyukta Socialist Party 
candidate Thakur Yugul Kishore Singh had sent information 
of this plan in advance to the Sub-divisional Magistrate and 
the Deputy Superintendent of Police, Sitamarhi a few days 
earlier to the poll. 

18. The respondent had secured the assistance of the Pre- 
siding Officers, Government officials, police force and patroll- 


ing party in capturing the booths and getting the ballot 
box broken and in doing so he had got the ballots polled in 
favour of the Samyukta Socialist Party candidate Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh illegally cancelled to further his election 
prospects. 

19. At about 5-30 P.M, on the poll day the respondent ar- 
rived on a jeep bearing No. BRF 6451 at the polling booth 
No. 91 within Bathnaha Assembly constituency located in 
the Riga Cooperative Development and Cane Marketing 
Union (C.D. & C.M. Union) polling station. Coming so, the 
respondent talked to its Presiding Officer and n little later left 
the booth on that jeep along with the Presiding Officer and 
his (respondent) polling agent Bishambar Sharma (R.W. 43) 
and the ballot box and proceeded towards Riga Sugar Fac- 
tory. The Presiding Officer and the patrolling party of this 
polling booth No. 91 did not deposit the ballot box in the 
election office on 1-3-1971, but the box was sent on 2-3-1971 
though the distance between that booth and the election 
office was only six miles. As the petitioner had learnt from 
his witness Amar Jha (P.W. 28), the respondent and his poll- 
ing agent Bishambar Sharma had got the seal of that ballot 
box broken and about 300 votes which had been cast in 
favour of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh in that box were 
cancelled. Thereafter that box was sent to the Sub-divisional 
election office for deposit with its seal in broken condition. 
When this fact was revealed in the locality the Samyukta 
Socialist Party candidate Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh 
brought it to the notice of the Sub-divisional Election Officer 
Sri A. K. Dutta (P.W. 42) who suggested to him to point 
out this fact at the time of inspection of the ballot boxes 
before counting. Accordingly, before the start of the count- 
ing of this segment Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh drew the 
attention of the Assistant Returning Officer by handing over 
written petition to him. The Assistant Returning Officer 
found the seal of that box broken and in view of that fact 
the ballots of that box were not counted and a reference was 
made to the Election Commission in the matter and the Pre- 
siding Officer concerned was asked to submit his explanation 
with regard to that breaking of the seal. 

20. Respondent’s workers and supporteis with his consent 
had committed corrupt practices of undue influence even prior 
to the poll by threatening the voters Jainuruin Prasad, Ram- 
naresh Prasad Yadav and Bilat Thakur who were to cast their 
votes at Tandaspur Rupauli booth within Bathnaha Assembly 
constituency. Diplal Singh (respondent’s polling agent) us 
also his above workers and supporters abused Bilat Thakur 
in filthy language on 1-3-1971 when he (Bilat Thakur) went 
to east his vote. They also wanted to assault him (Bilat 
Thakur), the result of which was that he could not exercise 
his franchise. Similarly, when the voteis Jainarain Prasad 
and Ramnarcsh Prasad Yadav went to this polling station to 
cast their votes Diplal Singh ordered for bhala assault on 
them, upon which they got frightened and fled away, where- 
after respondent’s workers captured that booth and after 
snatching the ballot papers from the polling parly put them 
into ballot box in favour of the respondent. 

21. Respondent’s workers and supporters hud reached 
Jamuaha Tower Primary School booth, within Sonbarsu As- 
sembly constituency, with a view to capture it. Reaching 
their they threatened and terrorised the voters in the booth 
at which Thakur Yugal. Kishore Singh’s polling agent Maha- 
bii Mahto made an application to the Presiding Officer to 
take necessary action to ensure pcacelul polling, A copy of 
this application has been made Annexure 1 to the election 
petition. 

22. But for the respondent’s having adopted the afore- 
said acts of corrupt practices of restraining the voters from 
exercising their franchise and casting of ballots in his favour 
by forcibly taking them from the polling purty at those differ- 
ent polling stations the respondent had absolutely no chance 
ot success in the election. His success in the election as a 
result of these corrupt practices must, therefore, be set aside 
being void. 

23. Besides the above Schedules 1 and II, two more sche- 
dules, namely, Schedules III and IV, have also been annexed 
to the election petition. In Schedule HI names and desig- 
nations of the Presiding and Polling Officers whose assistance 
is alleged to havo been obtained by the respondent, his elec- 
tion agent and agents and supporters at the polling stations 
concerned have been cnumeiated. Schedule IV seeks to set 
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forth the names of the persons against whom the alleged 
corrupt practice by the respondent, his election agent, agents 
and workers are said to have been committed. Both these 
schedules (Nos. Ill and IV) were added to the election peti- 
tion by means of an amendment petition which was filed on 
the same day. that is, 26-4-1971 on which the election peti- 
tion was presented in Court. 

24. In his written statement the respondent has emphati- 
cally refuted the allegations of corrupt practices as made 
against him, his election agent and agents and workers with 
lus consent. According to him, those allegations are not 
only irrelevant but purely imaginary. They ore also vague 
and the petitioner has failed to set out their full particulars as 
enjoyed by section 83 of the Act, Ihe petitioner has also 
failed to implead as party the person against whom he has 
made allegations of corrupt practice. For these defects alone 
the election petition has to be thrown out as non-maintainable 
being fit for dismissal. The petitioner's competence to file 
this election petition is also challenged on the ground that 
he is not a qualified voter in this Parliamentary Constituency. 
According to respondent, the ex-parte amendment of the 
election petition, as allowed by order dated 14-5-197 1 after 
the period of limitation, was Illegal and without jurisdiction, 
lander this amendment petition the petitioner had introduced 
two new schedules Nos. Ill and IV without giving notice 
to the respondent. The effect of it was that the petitioner 
had introduced fresh allegations against the respondent beyond 
the period of limitation, and the Court’s order allowing that 
amendment which meant to substantially change the rele- 
vant allegations in that behalf in the election petition was 
wholly without jurisdiction, besides being barred by time. 

25. Respondent’s further assertions, inter alia, are that 
petitioner’s allegations of undue influence Hnd other corrupt 
practices against him, his election agent, and his other agents 
and workers wilh his consent at the various polling booths 
are absolutely false und they were petitioner’s after thoughts 
to rehabilitate his party’s candidate Thakur Yugal Kiahore 
Singh after his defeat in this election. His emphatic asser- 
tion is that there was never any threatening or terrorising of 
any of the voters at any of the polling booths and that all 
the voters had duly exercised their franchise without any fear 
at them. Ho has denied with equal force the allegations made 
against him, his election agent and other agents and workers 
regarding capturing of booths and casting of ballots in res- 
pondent’s favour by forcibly obtaining them from the poll- 
ing parties concerned. He has also refuted the allegation 
about their having compelled the Presiding Officers concerned 
to submit reports of peaceful polling on those booths even 
though they were not so. 

26. According to respondent, not only this petitioner but 
also the above Bindeshwari Garni (P.W. 34) were vitally in- 
terested in this election for Thakur Yugal Kishorc Singh and 
were actively working for him, and it is he (Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh) who has got this election petition filed 
through this petitioner with the help of that Bindeshwari 
Garni. 

27. In the different paragraphs of his written statement the 
respondent has seriously refuted the allegations of corrupt 
practices, as made in the election petition at the concerned 
polling stations, booth wise, asserting that the poll was peace- 
tul at those booths and the reports submitted by the polling 
parties to that effect fully represented the correct state of 
affairs. 

28. According to the respondent, R. R. Kaur (P.W. 46), 
Police Inspector of Sursand Circle is distantly related to 
Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh, who is the man behind this 
election petition, and has created some circumstantial docu- 
ments in collusion with that Police Inspector to use them 
in this case. It is wrong to say that that Police Inspector had 
succeeded in over-taking the bus No. BRF 4588 near Kaku- 
nahia polling booth. On the other hand, that bus was ille- 
gally seized and some persons were illegally arrested through 
the manoeuvering of that Police Inspector to help Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh because at the time of this election the 
party leader was the Chief Minister of Bihar. Taking advan- 
tage of that, Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh with the help of 
that Police Inspector brought the Subinspector of Sursand 
Police and other Government authorities in his collusion and 
in that way brought about the seizure of that bus svith its 
innocent occupants. It is false to say that the respondent 
had approached the authority like the District Magistrate 
aud others to have those persons released along with the 


bus. In fact, there was no case at all against those persons, 
and it has been learnt that the proceeding had automatically 
been dropped and the arrested persons were released. The 
allegations made in the different station diary entries of Sur- 
sand police station in that connection were not only false 
but concocted. 


29. Respondent’s further assertion is that though there was 
never any incident of the alleged nature at Sitamarhi Ori- 
ental Middle School booth, but in the election petition the names 
of Damodar Jha and Thakur Girjanandan Singh, have been 
introduced for creating false evidence because when there 
was no incident during the poll at that booth they had never 
any occasion for sending any telephonic information to the 
Magistrate incharge of the Control Room. It is equally false 
to say that the Control Room had deputed B. N. Singh to 
prevent the respondent and his workers from interfering with 
the voters because there was never any occasion for it. Simi- 
larly, since there were never any incident of the alleged kind 
at Sitamarhi Lakshmi High School booth there was no occa- 
sion for the alleged report to the Election Control Room 
at Sitamarhi by Ramanand Singh, M.L.A., who is a relation 
of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh and was also working for 
him in this election. Nor there was any occasion for report 
of the alleged nature by the patrolling party No. 159. Prah- 
lad Singh (PAV. 39), Sub-Inspector of Sitamarhi police sta- 
tion was very close to Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh being 
his caste man. So, in order to create a false case he (Prah- 
lad Singh) seized the bus No. BRF 5588 and arrested some 
persons sitting on it merely on suspicion, though admittedly 
no over act hud been committed by any of those persons nor 
there was any report against them. Those persons had been 
arrested and put in jail without any rhyme or reason. He 
(respondent) has denied about his alleged approach to the 
authorities for securing the release of those persons in the 
bus. He has also refuted the allegation regarding his election 
agent Sitaram Yaduv and supporters like Dr. Devcndra Noth 
and Ram Bahadur Singh, M.L.A. etc. moving on jeeps along 
with lathlals loaded in bases to capture the booths concern- 
ed, asserting that any allegation to the contrary is false and 
concocted. 

30. As far as the respondent is aware, all the polled ballot 
papers duly bore the signature of the Presiding Officers and 
tf on any one or two of them the Presiding Officer had for- 
gotten to put his signature the petitioner should not be allow- 
ed to make out a false case of bogus voting on that basis. 
There was never tiny complaint on the part of Thakur Jugal 
Kishore Singh or any of his men regarding bribing of the per- 
sonnel of the polling or patrolling parties to secure their 
assistance to get the ballot papers and boxes for being utilis- 
ed in his (respondent’s) favour. The allegation of the peti- 
tioner against the respondent and his polling agent Bisham- 
bar Sharma regarding tampering of the polled ballot box by 
bribing the Presiding Officer of the Riga C.D. & C.M. Union 
booth No, 91 in collusion and cancellation of more than 300 
votes polled in favour of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh has 
been characterised to be wholly false and baseless and that 
there was never any such incident at all on this booth. It 
is equally false to say that the Presiding Officer and the pat- 
rolling party of that booth No. 91 did not deposit the polled 
ballot box at Sitamarhi in time. Since there was never any 
such incident in respect of this booth the question of Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh’s drawing the attention of the authority 
concerned while counting the ballots of that box did not 
arise. 

31. The respondent has also described the allegations of 
threats to the voters like Jainarain Prasad, Ram Narcsh Pra- 
sad Yadav and Bilat Thakur as wholly false. He has also 
denied any Diplal Singh to be his worker or supporter, in 
this election. He has further pleaded ignorance about the 
filing of an application like Annexure 1 by Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh’s polling agent to the Presiding Officer at Ja- 
muaita Lower Primary School booth and lias asserted that 
the allegations made in it (annexure 1) are false. 

32. According lo the respondent everything regarding his 
election which he has won by a margin of about 29,000 votes 
was in order and according to law and as such it does not 
deserve to be interfered with on false and frivolous allega- 
tions made in the election petition which are all inspired. His 
further prayci is that in the circumstances the election peti- 
tion which is based on false aud imaginary allegations must 
be dismissed with exemplary costs. 
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33. On the pleadings, the following Issues have been seltl- 
cd for decision: 

ISSUES 

1. Is the election petition, as framed, maintainable? 

2. Is the amendment to tire election petition, us allowed 

by the Court in its older dated 14-5-1971 in accor- 
dance with law, and if not, what is its effect on the 
election petition? 

3. Is the election petition liable to be dismissed for non- 

compliance of sections 81, 82, and 83 of the Re- 
presentation of the People Act, 1951? 

4. Is the respondent guilty of having committed corrupt 

practices within the meaning of section 123 of the 
Representation of the People Act, 1951, us alleged 
in the election petition? If so, has the result of the 
election been materially affected thereby? 

5. To what relief, if any, is the petitioner entitled? 

FINDINGS 

Issue No. 1. 

34. In course of his argumcnls learned counsel for the 
respondent conceded that the election petition, as it stands, 
does not suffer from non-compliance of the provisions of sec- 
tion 81 of the Act. He, however, contended that for the 
failure of the petitioner to implead Ram Scwak Suran Yadav as 
a party in the election petition since he was a candidate in 
this election in that he had filed his nomination paper which, 
on enquiry, was found to be in order but was subsequently 
withdrawn before the poll and against whom allegation of 
corrupt practices has been made in the election petition it 
must be held to be non-maintainable in the form presented. 

35. So far as above alleged defect regarding non-impicad- 
ing of Ram Sewak Saran Yadav is concerned, it falls under 
section 82 of the Act and on this point a specific issue (No. 
3) has been raised for decision as to whether there has been 
such non-compliance in the election petition and is it liable 
to be dismissed for this reason. Accordingly, this point will 
be dealt with on merit while considering issue No. 3 to find 
out whether there is such a defect and if so, what is its 
eflect. At the present moment all that is necessary to be 
considered here is whether this election petition in the form 
presented can be held to be unmaintainable. 

36. Section 80 read with section 80A of the Act provides 
for the calling in question of an election only by means of 
an election petition presented to the High Court in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the Act. Section 81 requires 
such an election petition to be presented on one or more of 
the grounds specific in section 100(1) and section iOl of the 
Act by a candidate in such an election or any elector wathin 45 
days from the date of the election of the returned candidate. It 
also enjoins that every election petition shall be accompanied 
with as many attested copies thereof as there are respondents 
mentioned in the petition. In this case, as already observed, 
there is only one respondent who is the returned candidate. 

37. In the election petition the petitioner as au elector 
has challenged the respondent s election on grounds of cor- 
rupt practices like interference with voters’ free exercise of 
electoral right by the respondent, his election agent and his 
workers and supporters with his consent, He has also alleg- 
ed against them procurement of assistance of Government 
servants for the furtherance of the prospect of his election. 
Both these allegations fall within the category of corrupt 
practices mentioned in section 123 of the Act. Such grounds 
come within section 100(1), on whose basis, us already ob- 
served, it is open to an elector to call in question the candi- 
date's election under section 81 of the Act. 

38. There is no dispute that the respondent w ; as declared 
elected in this election on 11-3-1971. Accordingly, the period 
ot limitation of 45 days for the representation of this elec- 
tion petition expired on 25-4-1971, which was a holiday 
being Sunday. On 24-4-1971 also, which was a Saturday, 
there was no Court, sitting. The election petition W'us, how- 


ever, presented by the petitioner’s counsel to the Judge, who 
was authorised to receive such petitions, on 24-4-1971 at his 
residence. He returned it to the petitioner for presentation 
in open Court on Monday the 26th April, 1971, According- 
ly, it was presented in open Court on that day, l.e., 26-4-1971. 

39. On the above facts, it is difficult to discover any defect 
in the election petition, as framed, as to make it unsustain- 
able on the face of it. Having complied with the requirements 
of section 81 of the Act, which fact, us already observed, has 
also been conceded during the arguments of the respondent, 
1 do not think, respondent’s contention against the maintain- 
ability of this petition as framed can prevail. This issue, in 
the circumstances, is answered in the affirmative, and decided 
accordingly. 

Issue No. 2. 

40. On behalf of the respondent, it has been strenuously 
contended that the Court should have point blank refused 
the amendment sought to be made by the petitioner in the 
election petition, but instead of doing so the Court allowed 
those amendments in its order dated 14-5- 1 97 1 which was 
far beyond the period of limitation for tiling the election peti- 
tion which expired on 26-4-1971 (25-4-1971 being a Sunday). 
According to respondent’s counsel, schedules 111 and IV of 
the amendment petition w'ere completely new and purported 
to introduce absolutely new charges by and against the per- 
sons named therein which had no connection with the char- 
ges alleged in the main election petition. Accordingly at 
least those portions of the amendment should have been 
tieated by the Court to be a new case altogether which the 
petitioner had tried to make out after expiry of the limita- 
tion period and should have, therefore, been disallowed. 

41. Having carefully considered the nelevant facts as also 
the position of law in this regard I am unable to agree with 
the above contentions of the respondent. As already shown, 
the election petition was formally presented in Court on 
26-4-1971 which was within time. On this very day, i.e., 
26-4-1971 the petitioner filed his amendment petition. In 
this amendment petition it was averred, that due to mistake 
certain material iacts had been left out in the election peti- 
tion and the petitioner had been advised to tile this amend- 
ment which should be treated us a part of the election peti- 
tion. The amendments sought were in paragraphs II, 13, 
18 and 30 of the election petition. It further requested to 
add two schedules (Nos. Ill and IV) to the election petition. 
These schedules set out certain names by/against whom al- 
leged corrupt practices were said to have been committed by 
the respondent and his men. 

42. The above amendment petition was considered by the 
Court on 14-5-1971 which allowed it to be kept on the 
record to form part of the main election petition. The Court 
further left it open to the respondent, after he appeared in 
the ease, to raise objections on the amendment on the ground 
of limitation or otherwise. The election petition, in due 
course, was admitted for hearing on 18-5-1971, whereafter 
notices were issued to the respondent fixing 8-7-1971 for his 
appearance and for filing of written statement, if any. 

43. As the amendments stood, those sought to be made in 
paragraphs 11, 13, 18 and 30 of the election petition were 
more or less of formal nature purporting to insert certain 
wanting particulars of persons by way of amplification in that 
behalf. It may be mentioned that in course of arguments 
no serious objection has been taken to the grant of these 
amendments in paragraphs 11, 13, 18 and 30. What has been 
really objected to is regarding the new schedules III and IV 
W'hich, according to respondent, had introduced absolutely 
new 1 charges against those persons about which the election 
petition was completely silent. 

44. The petitioner’s case regarding the introduction of 
schedules 111 and IV in the election petition is set out in 
paragraphs 5 and 6 of the amendment petition. In the main 
cleclion petition, in paragraphs 23, 24 and 28 to 30 the peti- 
tioner and alleged capturing of booths and also forcible ob- 
tainmcnl of the ballot papers from the Presiding Officers of 
Ihe various polling parlies by the respondent, his election 
agem and other agents and workers with his consent. In 
schedule III he purported to mention the names of such Pre- 
siding and Polling Officers whose assistance, according to him, 
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was available to the respondent and his men in commission 
or those acts. Similarly, in schedule IV he gave out the 
names of certain Polling and Presiding Officers as also peti- 
tioner’s polling agents and workers against whom, according 
to him, corrupt practices, as alleged in the relevant paragraphs 
of the electipn petition, had been committed by the respon- 
dent, his election agent and other workers and agents. A 
perusal of the main election petition will show that allega- 
tions of this nature against the respondent and his men did 
exist therein and this schedule (No. IV) simply mentioned 
the names of persons against whom, as the petitioner alleged, 
the respondent and his men had perpetrated those acts. In 
these circumstances, it is, I think, not quite correct on the 
part of the respondent to urge that under these schedules 
the petitioner had tried to introduce a new case for the first 
time making fresh charges by/against the persons named in 
these schedules. As these amendments stood, they could well 
be said to be clarifications or amplifications, as the case may 
be, of the particulars of such corrupt practices alleged in 
the election petition. 

45. Amendments of the above nature, to my mind, were 
permissible in law. Sub-section (5) of section 86 of the 
Act empowers High Court to allow the particulars of any 
corrupt practice alleged in the election petition to be amend- 
ed or amplified in such manner as may in its opinion be ne- 
cessary for ensuring a fail- and effective trial of a petition. 
It, however, bars any amendment which will have the effect 
of introducing particulars of the practice not previously alleg- 
ed in the election petition. This bar was, however, not ap- 
plicable to these amendments because, as I have already 
pointed out, they could not be treated f>'; introducing parti- 
culars of a new corrupt practice not already alleged in the 
election petition. In fact, on my above showing it will be 
seen that the allegations of these corrupt practices did find 
place in the election petition and the contents of these sche- 
dules (Nos. Ill and IV) purported to disclose the names of 
the nersons concerned by or against whom they had been 
committed. 

46. The question of entertaining or allowing this amend- 
ment petition after the period of limitation could not be said 
to have arisen in view of the fact that this amendment peti- 
tion was filed on the same day, i.c. 26-4-1971, on which the 
election petition was presented and that was within the pres- 
cribed period. The Court also allowed these amendments on 
14-5-1971 subject to objection, if any, by the other side and it 
was before the admission of the election petition which took 
place on 18-5-1971. On the mere fact that this amendment 
was actually allowed on 14-5-1971 by the Court, it will not, 
perhaps, be correct to say [hat it could not be done then be- 
cause the limitation for filing the election petition had already 
expired on 26-4-1971. Once this amendment petition had 
been filed in Court within time, it was, I think, always open 
to the Court to deal with it on any subsequent date. The 
party's responsibility ended after he had filed the amendment 
petition and it was not for the Court to deal with it and 
pass necessary orders. The Court in its turn waited for the 
matter being placed in the usual course by the office before 
it for necessary orders, and when this matter appeared before 
the Court on 14-5-J971 it accepted the amendment and, as 
already, noticed, this was before the admission of the election 
petition. 

47. In the aforesaid circumstances, it will thus be mani- 
fest that the amendment so allowed by the Court on 14-5-1971 
was quite in order and it did not in any way infringe with 
any law on the subject. In that view of the matter the ques- 
tion of this amendment as allowed by tho Court having any 
adverse effect on the election petition does not at all arise, 
f or these reasons, this issue is decided in favour of the peti- 
tioner. 

Issue No. 3 

48. In this issue, dismissal of the election petition has been 
sought for non-compliance of sections 81, 82 and 83 of the 
Act. While dealing with issue No. 1, it has been shown that 
the election petition does not suffer from non-complianco of 
section 81 of (he Act. In fact, as already observed, learned 
respondent’s counsel has conceded thHt there is no non-com- 
pliance of section 81 of the Act in the election petition. As 
to non-compliance of section 83, on behalf of the respondent, 
it has been urged while dealing with the subsequent issue 


No. 4. Accordingly, non-compliance, if any, of section 83 
and its consequences on the election petition will be discuss- 
ed while considering issue No. 4. In these circumstances, 
tile only point which requires consideration under this issue 
(No. 3) is regarding non-compliance of section 82 of the 
Act and its effect on the election petition. 

49. On the point of non-compliance of section 82 of the 

Act, it has been urged for the respondent that Ram Scwak 
Saran Yadav, who according to the petitioner’s own case was a 
candidate in this election and had filed his nomination paper, 
which, on scrutiny, was held to be valid but was subsequently 
withdrawn by him (Ram Sewak Saran Yadav) before the 
date of the poll and against whom allegations of corrupt 
practices have been made in the election petition, was a ne- 
cessary party to the election petition under section 82 of the 
Act and the petitioner’s failure to implead him in the election 
petition must be treated as fatal to the maintainability of the 
election petition and on account of this vital omission the 
election petition has to be dismissed, in view of the provi- 
sion of section 86 of the Act which enjoins on the High 

Court to dismiss an election petition which does not comply 
with the provision of section 82. 

50. Tn paragraphs 4 and 5 of the election petition the 

name of this Ram Sewak Saran Yadav figures as one of the 
candidates who had filed his nomination paper in this 

Parliamentary election but had subsequently withdrawn that 

nomination paper. The correctness of the respondent’s 
(R.W. 47) statement that Ram Sewak Saran Yadav, who is 
his separated cousin, had filed his nomination paper in this 
election but had subsequently withdrawn it after it had been 
accepted has not been challenged by the other side. Simi- 
larly, the statement of Ram Sewak Saran Yadav (R.W. 27) 
that in this Parliamentary election he had filed his nomina- 
tion paper as an independent candidate but had subsequent- 
ly withdrawn that nomination has not been controverted by 
the other side. On these facts it is thus established beyond 
doubt that this Ram Sowak Saran Yadav had filed his nomi- 
nation in this election but had withdrawn it after its accept- 
ance in scrutiny. 

51. In paragraph 23 of the election petition it has been 
alleged that respondent’s election agent Sita Ram Yadav 
along with Ram Sewak Yadav and other workers (who 
have also been named) were found moving on a jeep accom- 
panied with about 100 lathiah seated on a bus from one 
polling station to another and they had captured the polling 
booths (named in this paragraph 23) and after obtaining 
ballot papers from the Presiding Officers concerned and 
stamped and put them into ballot boxes. In paragraph 24 
of the election petilion the allegation is that by capturing 
the booths and snatching the ballot papers, about 95 per 
cent bogus votes were polled after restraining and terroris- 
ing genuine voters at 29 polling stations (all of whom have 
been named in this paragraph) including Mchsaul Urdu 
Madarsa, Mehsaul Lower Primary School and Bhairo Kothi 
booths, in schedule I to the election petition (item no. 46) 
the name of this Ram Sewuk Yadav finds mentioned among 
the persons who have been named by the petitioner as hav- 
ing committed corrupt practices with the consent of the 
respondent at various polling stations at the relevant time 
and date. According to this schedule this Ram Sewak 
Yadav had committed corrupt practice on tho poll day 
(1-3-1971) at Mehsraul polling booth. 

52. In course of his arguments on this issue learned counsel 
for the petitioner has submitted that the above Ram Sewak 
Saran Yadav who had filed his nomination paper but had 
subsequently withdrawn it and the above Ram Sewak Yadav 
as mentioned in paragraphs 23 and 24 read with schedule I 
of the election petition are not one and the same person. 
According to counsel, Ram Sewak Yadav against whom the 
petitioner has alleged commission of corrupt practices in 
the election petition was different from that Ram Sewak 
Saran Yadav and, as such, the petitioner was under no obli- 
gation to implead him (Ram Sewak Saran Yadav) as a 
party in this election petition and bis omission to do so 
does not involve any illegality in the election petition. His 
second contention is that even if both the names related to 
the same person but the respondent cannot be now allowed 
to raise this point because no specific issue had been raised 
regarding this matter. In the end, his submission is that 
the allegation of the petitioner, as made in this behalf against 
Ram Sewak Saran Yadav or Ram Sewak Yadav, as the 
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case may be, is not that of a corrupt practice, and, as such, 
it was not at all necessary for the petitioner to make him 
a parly in the election petition under section 82 of the 
Act. 

53. Under section 82 which deals with persons who arc 
to be made parties to an election petition, a petitioner is 
mandated to join as a respondent to the petition besides the 
persons mentioned in clause (a), any other candidate against 
whom allegations of any corrupt practice are made in the 
election petition. ‘Candidate’ under section 79(b) of the 
Act means a person who has been or claims to have been 
duly nominated as a candidate at any election and any such 
person shall be deemed to have been a candidate as from 
the time when, with the election in prospect, began to hold 
himself out as a prospective candidate. 

54. As I have already shown abov», Ram Sewnk Saran 
Yadav was such a candidate in this election ns he had filed 
his nomination paper which on scrutiny was held to be 
valid but he subsequently withdrew that nomination prior to 
the poll. That being so, it was incumbent upon the peti- 
tioner to implead this Ram Scwak Saran Yadav as a party 
in the election petition when he has made allegations of 
corrupt practice against him in it. 

55. As observed above, the petitioner in course of argu- 
ments has tried to show that the candidate Ram Sewak 
Saran Yadav was different from Ram Sewak Yadav against 
whom allegations of corrupt practices have been made in the 
election petition. A careful scrutiny of the materials on 
record however proves that this stand is without substance. 
In cross-examination (paragraphs 18 and 19) of Ram Sewak 
Saran Yadav (R.W. 27) it has been specifically suggested 
by the election petitioner that on the poll day he (Ram 
Sewak Saran Yadav) did not remain at his village and after 
casting his vote in his village he went in the company of 
Sita Ram Yadav, Faturi Singh, Hardeo Narain Yadav, 
Sheonandan Paul and Indradeo Narain Yadav and others 
in a jeop and captured several booths and disturbed the poll 
at them and also that on that day he had gone out in the 
company of above Sita Ram Yadav and others to the polling 
stations at Tandaspur, Mehsaul and Bhairo Kotin on a jeep 
carrying lathials with them on a bus and that arriving at 
those booths they all got into the booths and drove away 
voters and then forcibly took the ballot papers from the 
Presiding Officers, stamped them and consigned them to the 
ballot boxes (he has, howeyer, denied these suggestions). A 
comparison of these specific suggestions to Ram Sewak 
Saran Yadav (R.W. 27) with the petitioner’s case as set out 
in paragraphs 23 and 24 read with schedule I of the elec- 
tion petition (where this name occurs as Ram Sewak 
Yadav) hardly leaves any doubt that by both these names 
one and the same person is meant. F.vcn to respondent 
(R.W. 47) pointed suggestion of the petitioner in paragraph 
64 of his (R.W. 47) cross-examination is that his (respon- 
dent’s) workers Faturi Singh, Sitaram Yadav, Ram Sewak 
Saran Yadav, Indradeo Prasad Yadav, Sheonandan Puul and 
Hardeo Narain Yadav with his consent had visited the polling 
booths, namely, Tandaspur, Lower Primary School booth, 
Mehsaul Urdu Madarsa, Mehsaul Lower Primary School, 
Bhairo Kothi Lower Primary School on 1-3-1971 on a jeep 
along with a number of lathials boarded on a bus and 
captured them and drove away the voters who were then 
waiting there to cast their votes, and after forcibly taking 
ballot papers from the Presiding Officers put them into 
ballot box after stamping them. This suggestion is in line 
with the petitioner’s allegation as made in paragraphs 23 and 
24 read with schedule I of the election petition. In this 
suggestion to the respondent the name of Ram Sewak Yadav 
has not been mentioned to distinguish it from Ram Sewak 
Saran Yadav. R.W, 48 (Banwari Lai Agrawal) was the 
Presiding Officer in this Parliamentary poll at Mehsaul Lower 
Primary School booth. In the petitioner’s suggestion re- 
garding arrival of respondent, his men and workers at the 
Mehsaul Lower Primary School booth to him (R.W. 48) 
( vide cross-examination para 14) as also to the second 
Polling Officer (R.W. 49) of the other Mehsaul booth, 
namely, Mehsaul Urdu Madarsa booth (vide cross-examina- 
tion para 11) the name of one of those workers men- 
tioned is Ram Sewak Saran Yadav. In the cross-examina- 
tion (paragraphs 10 and 11) of above Sheonandan Paul 
(R.W. 16) the name suggested of the person concerned is 
Ram Sewak Yadav. Similar seems to be the suggestion in 
paragraph 20 of cross-examination of above Hardeo Narain 


Yadav (R.W. 17) regarding this man. Ail these evidence 
when read together cannot leave any one in doubt that the 
petitioner’s allegation in the election petition of corrupt 
practice regarding interference in the shape of terrorising 
and restraining the voters from casting their votes when 

they had assembled at those booths for that purpose un- 

mistakably refers to above Ram Sewak Saran Yadav and 
none else. In such a circumstance the above attempt of the 
petitioner to distinguish the two names (Ram Sewak Saran 
Yadav and Ram Sewak Yadav) as referring to two different 
persons at the belated stage of arguments appears to be 
nothing but an afterthought to any how escape the penalty 
of law provided for his omission to implead him (Ram 
Sewak Saran Yadav) as a party in the election petition 
which it was imperative for him to do. 

56. From what I have stated above, it is amply clear 

that the allegations which have been made against this 

Ram Sewak Saran Yadav that he and others accompanied 
with a number of lathials visited during poll several booths 
where after terrorising and threatening the voters concerned 
made them quit the polling stations and then cast the ballot 
papers after forcibly obtaining them from the polling parties 
in favour of the respondent do obviously constitute a corrupt 
practice of undue influence contemplated by section 123(2) 
read with section 79(d) of the Act. Since these allegations 
of corrupt practice have been levelled against Ram Sewak 
Saran Yadav who, as shown above, was a candidate in this 
election, he is to be treated as a necessary party to the 
election petition as required by section 82(b) of the Act and 
it was imperative on petitioner's part to make him a party 
in the election petition and his omission to do so has the 
effect of making it liable to dismissal under section 86 of 
the Act. 

57. The above contention of the petitioner that since no 

specific issue on this point has been raised the respondent 
is not entitled to avail of this defence at this stage is, I 
think, not at all tenable. As this issue (no. 3) stands, it 
categorically involves the question of non-compliance of 
section 82 and its consequence on the election petition. As 
this issue has been framed it is not correct on the part of 

the petitioner to urge that no specific issue has been raised 

regarding this point. In fact, there is such an issue in the 

case and this requires consideration on merit. This obvi- 

ously negatives his other contention that since no specific 
issue had been raised on this point, help of section 86 of 
the Act cannot be invoked by the respondent at this late 
stage. In this connection the respondent has invited my 
attention to order no. 31 dated 29-3-1972 of the Court in 
this election case. The question at that time was whether 
the party should be heard on preliminary issue like nos. 1, 
2, and 3 at that point of time before calling upon them to 
commence the evidence in the case. After some arguments 
both sides agreed that the better course was to proceed with 
the evidence in the case at that stage and their arguments 
heard on these preliminary issues along with the othet 
issues after the close of the evidence because that step was 
considered to be in the interest of expeditious disposal of 
the election petition. Accordingly, both sides were left at 
liberty to advance arguments on these preliminary issues 
also in the context of materials on records along with the 
other issues after the evidence of both sides had been gone 
into. It was further agreed at that time that it would be 
fully open to the respondent to address the Court on merii 
on these preliminary issues and his above agreement to 
the postponement of the hearing of these issues to be heard 
subsequently along with other issues after the evidence had 
been completed was not to he treated as his (respondent's) 
waiver regarding them (preliminary issues) in any way. It 
is in this background that the respondent has been allowed 
to make his submission on this preliminary issue no. 3, and 
I do not think it is open to the other side to ask the Court 
to disallow the respondent this privilege on the ground that 
it is now late for him to raise this question and invoke the 
aid of law to pet hold that the election petition is liable to 
dismissal on this score. 

58. The result of my above findings is that Ram Sewak 
Saran Yadav, who was a candidate in this election and against 
whom allegations of corrupt practice have been made, has 
not been made a party in the election petition though it is 
incumbent upon the petitioner to implead him as a party in 
view of the provision of section 82(b) of the Act and the 
legal consequence of this vital omission is that the election 

etition has to be treated as liable to dismissal as enjoined 
y section 86(1) of the Act. 
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59. My above views that this election petition is liable to 
be dismissed for the non-implication of the aforesaid neces- 
sary party Ram Sewak Saran Yadav would seem to be sup- 
ported by the Supreme Court authorities in Har Swarup and 
another V. Brij Bhushan Saran and others (A.I.R. 1967 
Supreme Court 836), Nathu Singh Indra Singh and others 
V. Trikamlal Jamna Das Patel and others (1969 Doabia’s 
Election Cases 434) and Kashinath V. Smt. Kudsia Begam 
and others (AIR 1971 Supreme Court 372). 

60. In the first case (A.I.R. 1967 Supreme Court 836) 
where the election of one Brij Bhushan Saran (respondent) 
to the U.P, Legislative Assembly was challenged, one 
Raturi Vald was another candidate at that election but he 
(Raturi Vaid) had withdrawn his candidature within the 
time fixed for withdrawal. He belonged to the same party 
as the returned candidate and worked for him. After the 
election an election petition was filed by two electors pray- 
ing to set aside the election of Brij Bhushan Saran and one 
of the grounds taken in the election petition was that 
Raturi Vaid had threatened an elector after the date of hts 
withdrawal from the candidature that the elector’s bones 
would be broken if he did not cast his vote for Brij Bhushan 
Saran and also did not work for him and persuade others 
to vote for him. The Election Tribunal held that this 
amounted to corrupt practice within the meaning of section 
123(2) read with proviso (a) (i) thereof and that since 
that corrupt practice was committed by a candidate, name- 
ly Raturi Vaid it was necessary to join him as a respondent 
to the petition, which having not done the Tribunal dis- 
missed the petition under section 90(3) of the Act. The 
appeal to the High Court against that decision of the Tribu- 
nal was also dismissed. On the basis of the certificate 
granted by the High Court there was an appeal to the 
Supreme Court which also failed. Their Lordships of the 
Supreme Court held Raturi Vaid to be a candidate as de- 
fined In section 79(b) of the Act even after his withdrawal 
and if he was alleged to have committed a corrupt practice 
whether before or after his withdrawal ho would be neces- 
sary party under section 82(b) of the Act. In the instant 
case, as already noted, above Ram Sewak Saran Yadav who 
had withdrawn his candidature after his nomination paper 
had been held to be valid is alleged to have indulged in 
corrupt practice of the above nature on behalf of the return- 
ed candidate, namely, the respondent at several booths. 

61. In the next case (1969 Doabia’s Election Cases 434), 
the appellant w'ho had contested the Gujarat State Assembly 
election and lost ot the first respondent on February 23, 
1967 filed an election petition on April 10, 1967 for setting 
aside that election and also for an order that the fourth 
respondent be declared elected. In the election petition it 
was alleged that the first respondent and his election agent 
Jamna Spanker Pandya and other agents with their consent 
had committed corrupt practice within the meaning of sec- 
tion 123 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and 
that an election pamphlet was published in the name of 
Shri Damubhai Chaganlal Shukla, Convener, Election Pro- 
paganda Committee, Ahmedabad City Congress Committee, 
Ahmedabad maligning the left Community party and the 
appellant and exhorting the voters to vote for the first res- 
pondent. Jamna Shanker Pandya was one of the persons 
who had filed his nomination for election to the consti- 
tuency, but ho had later withdrawn his candidature. Jamna 
Shanker Pandya was, however, not impleaded as a party 
respondent to the petition even though specific allegation of 
corrupt practice was made against him in the election peti- 
tion. The first respondent applied to the High Court pray- 
ing for an order that the election petition was liable to be 
dismissed because Jamna Shanker Pandya, against whom 
allegations of corrupt practice were made, was not im- 

f leaded as party respondent. The appellant then applied on 
une 16, 1967 for an order under Order 1, Rule 10 of the 
Code of Civil Procedure to implead Jamna Shanker Pandya 
as a party-respondent. The High Court rejected that appli- 
cation and ordered that the election petition do stand dis- 
missed for want of compliance with section 82(b) of the 

Act. That dismissal of the election petition was also up- 
held in the appellant’s appeal to the Supreme Court where 

their Lordships observed that Jamna Shanker Pandya, who 
had been nominated as a candidate for election and had 
since withdrawn his candidature was for the purpose of 
section 82, a candidate and must have been impleaded as a 
necessary party to the election petition when allegations of 
corrupt practice had been made against him, whether com- 
mitted before or after his withdrawal; since the appellant 


had failed to implead him in the election petition it render- 
ed the election petition defective and the High Court was 
bound to dismiss the election petition. Their Lordships in 
that case upheld the correctness of the rejection of the 
appellant’s prayer to implead that Jamna Shanker Pandya as 
a party on the basis of his petition of June 16, 1967 as it 
was beyond the period of limitation prescribed for filing an 
election petition. In the instant case, it is however to be 
noted that the election petitioner has never made an\ 
attempt to bring the above candidate Ram Sewak Saran 
Yadav on the record, 

62. In the last case (A.I.R, 1971 Supreme Court 372) the 
appellant had sought to challenge the election of respondent 
no. 1 to the U.P. Legislative Assembly held in February, 
1969, On January 9, 1969 which was the date fixed 
for filing the nomination papers of the candidates, 9 
candidates including Aizaz Rasul, who was the husband 
of respondent no. 1, filed their nominations. Nomination 
paper of Aizaz Rasul was found to be in order in courso of 
the scrutiny held on that date (January 9, 1969). After the 
nomination papers had been accepted Aizaz Rasul and one 
other candidate withdrew from the contest leaving only seven 
candidates in the field. The polling in due course took place 
on February 7, 1969 and respondent no. 1 was declared 
elected on February 10, 1969. On March 27, 1969 the 
appellant filed the election petition in the Allahabad High 
Court impleading respondent no. 1 and the six other con- 
testing candidates as parties. Aizaz Rasul was, however, 
not impleaded as a party. The High Court dismissed the 
election petition in accordance with the terms of section 
86(1) of the Act on the ground that the allegations of com- 
mission of corrupt practices had been made against Aizaz 
Rasul and, therefore, it was incumbent upon the election 
petitioner to have impleaded him as a respondent. Appel- 
lant’s appeal to the Supremo Court against that dismissal of 
the election petition was also dismissed for the same reasons. 
Their Lordships in the Supreme Court clearly laid down 
that a candidate who has withdrawn has also to be 
joined as respondent if there allegation of corrupt practice 
against him. 

63. In this connection I would also refer to the Supreme 

Court authority in Amin Lai V. Hunna Mai (A.I.R. 1965 

Supreme Court 1243) where it has been held that a person 
who was a duly nominated candidate though he withdrew 
his candidature within the time permitted by the rules must, 
for the purpose of section 82 still be regarded as a candi- 
date and when an election petition contains any imputation 
of corrupt practice against such a person, it cannot be re- 
garded as properly constituted unless he was Impleaded as 
a respondent. 

64. As a result of my above findings in connection with 
the non-compliance of section 82 of the Act and its effect 
on the election petition, I held that the election petition 
manifestly suffers from this vital defect in that the peti- 
tioner has failed to implead above candidate Ram Sewak 
Saran Yadav as a party to the election petition which it 
was mandatory on his part to do to fulfil the requirement 
of section 82(b) of the Act and as a consequence thereof 
the election petition is liable to dismissal for this non- 
compliance as provided in section 86 of the Act. In the 
circumstances, 1 would answer this issue in so far as it 
relates to non-compliance of section 82 of the Act in the 
affirmative, and decide this point accordingly. 

Issue No. 4 

65. While making his submission on this issue (no. 4) 
learned respondent’s counsel urged that the petitioner's case 
of corrupt practice as alleged in the election petition, suffers 
on the point of their necessary particulars because under 
section 83(b) of the Act the petitioner in the electiou peti- 
tion is required to set forth full particulars of any alleged 
coirupt practice including as full a statement as possible 
of the names of the parties alleged to have committed such 
corrupt practice and the date and place of commission of 
each such corrupt practice. According to counsel, this 
mandatory requirement of law is lacking in the election 
petition. To my mind, this contention has not much sub- 
stance in it. Regarding the relevant paragraphs jn which 
allegations of corrupt practices have been made in the elec- 
tion petition together with the schedules appended thereto 
one cannot but fed inclined to hold that there is no such 
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defect. In paragraph 10 of the election petition the res- 
pondent along with his election agent and his other agents 
and workers with his (respondent s) consent are alleged to 
have committed corrupt practices of undue influence at 
several places and polling stations on the date of the poll 
by assaulting, threatening and territorising the voters, polling 
agents and supporters Of the other contesting candidates re- 
sulting in non-exercise of franchise by a large number of 
voters, In schedule 1, the petitioner has sought to list the 
names of such alleged offenders as also the time, date 
and place of the commission of the offence. Similarly, in 
paragraph II, the petitioner alleged that respondent’s two 
polling agents (named therein) had captured Majhoura pol- 
ling station within Bathuaha Assembly constituency through 
lathials and thereby restrained several voters from casting 
their votes and had also illegally cast ballots after forcibly 
taking them from the Presiding Officer. In schedule II the 
details of such restrained voters have been sought to be 
set out along with the name of the booths and constituency 
concerned. In paragraph 23 and 24 allegations of captur- 
ing of a large number of polling booths, as named therein 
and casting of ballots in the ballot boxes by the respon- 
dent, his election agent and other workers with his consent 
by forcing the Presiding Officers concerned to part with 
those ballots and also regarding restraining and terrorising 
the genuine voters have been made. In paragraphs 28 to 30 
allegation of tampering with the seal of the polled box 
by the respondent and his polling agent in collusion with 
the Presiding Officer of booth no. 91 at Riga (known as 
Cane Development and Co-operative Marketing Union Booth, 
Riga) has been made. Regarding this booth it has also 
been alleged that in that way the respondent had got the 
seal of the ballot box broken and cancelled about 300 
votes which had been cast in favour of the Samyukta So- 
cialist Party candidate Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh. In 
schedule III, the petitioner has set out the names and de- 
signation of the Presiding and Polling Officers whose assis- 
tance, according to him, had been obtained by the respondent 
and his men in those regards. In schedule IV of the elec- 
tion petition names of the Polling Officers as also polling 
agents and workers of the Samyukta Socialist Party candi- 
date with the booths and constituencies concerned hav© been 
mentioned in relation to the allegations made in that behalf 
in the relevant paragraphs of the election petition. 

66. On the basis of the above facts I am unable to agree 
with the above contention of the respondent that the election 
petition suffers from non-compliance of the provision of 
section 83 of the Act. Contrary to it, on the available 
materials, I would negative this contention and hold that the 
election petition, as it stands after amendment, has duly 
complied with the requirements about those particulars 
under section 83(b) of the Act. 

67. As the allegations of corrupt practices stand in the 
election petition they can well be devided into two parts. 
The one is under section 123(2) relating to undue influ- 
ence which Ls alleged to have been committed by the res- 
pondent, his election agent and his other agents and workers 
with his consent compelling the voters to quit the booths 
being terrorising resulting in their restraint from exercising 
their electoral right of voting, Under this head they have 
also alleged capturing of those booths by respondent and 
his men as to get the ballots put in the ballot boxes after 
forcibly obtaining those ballots from the polling parties. 
The next is under section 123(7) of the Act. Under this 
head the allegation that the respondent and his agents and 
men with his consent had obtained and procured the assis- 
tan ; of the Government servants employed in polling at 
the booths concerned to further respondent’s poll prospects, 

68. Though in the election petition (paragraphs 23 and 
24) allegation of the aforesaid first corrupt practice, namely, 
undue influence has been made in respect of 29 polling 
stations, but in Court the petitioner has led evidence only in 
respect of 13 of them, namely, Jamuaha Lower Primary 
School Booth within Sonbarsa Assembly constituency, Jogbana 
Lower Primary School Booth, Majoura Lower Primary 
School Booth, Tandaspur Lower Primary School Booth with- 
in Bafhnaha Assembly constituency, Kumba Middle School 
Booth, Sutihara Central School Booth and Makunahla Lower 
Primary School Booth within Sursflnd Assembly constituency, 
Ranjitpur Pustkalaya Booth, SItamarhi Oriental Middle 
School Booth. Sitamarhi Lakshmi High School Booth 
Mehsaul Lower Primary School Booth, Mehsaul 
Urdu Madarsa Booth and Bhairo Kothi Lower Pri- 
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rnary School Booth within Sitamarhi Assembly constituency. 
So lar os the other allegation under section 123(7) is con- 
cerned, it is only in respect of one booth, that is, Co-opera- 
tive Development and Cane Marketing Union Booth, Riga, 
booth no, 91 within Bathnaha Assembly constituency. 

69. On the materials furnished by the parties it would 
appear desirable to deal with the merit or demerit of the 
allegations ot corrupt practices in respect of the above 14 
booths individually. Before I proceed to examine the case 
on this line it is, how'ever, found necessary to refer to some 
general comments of Mr. B. C. Ghose, learned counsel for 
the petitioner, which, according to him, should convince 
the Court beyond every manner of doubt that the election of 
the respondent as the returned candidate had been material' 
ly affected as to be declared void and set aside. 

70. According to Mr. Ghose, the unquestionable evidence 
of the concerned Subdivisional Magistrate (P.W. 36), the 
Deputy Superintendent of Police (P.W. 37), Sub-inspector of 
Police (P.W. 39) and the District Magistrate (P.W. 43) 
coupled with the documents like the charge sheet, station 
diary entry and the first information report (Exts. 6, 7 and 
8) and the District Magistrate’s letter to the Commissioner 
f Ext, 13) unmistakably establish commission of organised wide 
spread massive violence at the hands of the respondent, his 
election agent and his workers and supporters with his con- 
sent in the shape of carrying a large number of armed lathials 
in two buses bearing no. BRF 4588 and BRF 5588, which 
in his evidence the respondent (R.W. 47) has admitted to be 
of his wife and maternal nephew respectively, to the different 
booths during the poll where they disturbed the polling and 
drove away the voters who had assembled there to cast 
their votes. His submission further is that the arrival of 
those lathials from the side of the respondent on those buses 
and disturbance in that way has not at all been satisfacto- 
rily explained by him because he has not given any alter- 
native case to explain it, and, on the other hand, has com- 
pletely denied the taking place of those incidents which 
assertion on the strength of the disinterested evidence of 
the aforesaid independent official witnesses has got to be 
discarded outright. Their purpose, according to Mr. Ghose, 
in the circumstances of the case, was only one and that 
was to capture the booths after driving away the genuine 
voters which object they achieved by resorting to hooliga- 
nism and creating terror in those voters as to make them 
run away from the booths without exercising their franchise. 


71. On the evidence, as it standas on record, it is not 
possible to agree with the above general comments of the 
petitioner. Firstly, the above allegation of carrying of lathials 
on the said two buses to the booths, driving away the voters 
waiting there to cast their votes and then capturing the 
booths as to forcibly seize the ballots from the polling par- 
ties and casting them in favour of the respondent does not 
appear to have been made in the evidence led regarding all 
the 14 booths but in respect of only 4 booths. The men 
on bus no. BRF 4588 in the petitioner’s evidence are said 
to have disturbed the poll of Numba Middle School Booth 
and then at Sutihara Central School booth. It is further said 
that from the latter booth they proceeded to Nakunahia 
Lower Primary School booth where the bus was seized and 
they were arrested by the police before they could commit 
tha desired mischief. Regarding bus no. BRF 5588, evi- 
dence has been led to show that it disturbed tho poll In 
that way at Sitamarhi Lakshmi High School booth and then 
nroceeded in the town but it was seized along with its 
occupants by the police officer near Mehsaul crossing in the 
town. Secondly, on the evidence of these official witnesses 
it cannot be said that they do prove that they had actually 
disturbed the poll in that way at these stations. On the other 
hand, those evidence contain statements which are also 
supplemented by other materials on record on whose basis 
it can be inferred that the polling at them had taken place 
m the usual way undisturbed by their arrival in that man- 
ner. On these facts, it would not, perhaps, be corrected 
to conclude as canvassed, that the election of the respon- 
dent as a whole had been materially affected as a result of 
those incidents as to be set aside being void. 


V , i mcaeiuiuion ot an elec tior 

petition to challenge the election of a returned candidati 
on one or more of the grounds specified in sub section (1) o 
section 100 of the Act Under section 100(l)(b) the Com 
is to declare void the election of the returned candidate if i 
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finds that any corrupt practice has been committed by a 
returned candidate or his election agent or by any other 
person with the consent of the returned candidate or his 
election agent. Under clause (d) (ii) and (iii) of this sub- 
section the Court will invalidate the election of the returned 
candidate if it comes to the conclusion that the result of 
the election, as it concerns the returned candidate, has been 
materially affected by any corrupt practice committed in 
the interest of the returned candidate by an agent other 
than his election agent or by the improper reception, re- 
fusal or reception of any vote or by the reception of any 
vote which is void. 

73. In the above circumstances, the question whether the 

respondent, his election agent or his other workers and 
agents with his consent had actually carried armed lathlals 
in the above manner and had driven away the genuine 
voters of the booths debarring them from exercising their 
electoral right of casting votes will have to be considered 
and decided on merits with reference to the evidence on 
record. If the petitioner’s allegation that the respondent, 
his election agent or other workers with his consent had 
actually terrorised and driven away the voters at those 
booths before they could cast their votes is found estab- 
lished by the evidence on record, that will necessarily con- 
stitute a corrupt practice of undue influence as envisaged in 
section 123(2) of the Act and will be a ground for setting 
aside the respondent's election under tne provision of 

section 100(l)(b) of the Act and in that case the point whe- 
ther the election has been materially affected or not will 
not be of any particular significance. The Court must, 
however, be convinced beyond every doubt by cogent and 
convincing evidence that actually such a corrupt practice had 
been perpetrated from the respondents side, and for this 

the matter will have to be scrutinised in all its relevant as- 
pects with reference to the materials on record. In the same 

way, for success in the case on the reason of his allega- 
tion of the second corrupt practice under section 123(7) of 
the Act which has been sought to be proved In respect of 
only one booth, i.e., C.D. Sc C.M, booth its correctness 
will have to be tested in the similar manner. 

74. I would now take up the consideration on merit of 
the above first alleged corrupt practice viz. undue influence 
under section 123(2), As already observed, though in the 
election petition the petitioner has made such allegations 
In respect of 29 booths but during hearing he has led evi- 
dence only regarding 13 of them (already named). 

Re. Jamuaha Lower Primary School booth within 
Sonbarsa Assembly Constituency, 

73. Petitioner’s case regarding this booth is set out in para- 
graph 32 of the election petition. According to it, the 
workers and supporters of the respondent had reached this 
polling station during the poll and with a view to capture 
it, they threatened and terrorised the voters at which Maha- 
bir Mahto (P.W. 6), the polling agent of the Socialist Party 
candidate Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh (his polling agent 
form and signatures are Ext. .3, 2 and 2/a), made an appli- 
cation (copy enclosed as annexure 1 to election petition) to 
the Presiding Officer to take necessary action so that there 
could be peaceful polling. The particular paragraph of the 
written statement in which the respondent has denied these 
allegations as made in this regard the respondent has denied 
knowledge regarding filing of any application of the above 
nature by the Socialist Party candidate's polling agent assert- 
ing that annexure (i) had been manufactured for the pur- 
pose of this case because the allegations therein were vague 
and general without trying to name of those alleged men of 
the respondent nor any voter’s name found mentioned In 
It. 

76. Petitioner’s Knowledge of these incidents 
is admittedly not direct but derived from above Mahabir 
Mahto (P.W. 6). According to the petitioner P.W. 47 
(vide paragraph 4), about 15—20 days after the poll Mahabir 
Mahto, who was the polling agent of Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh at Jamuaha I.owcr Primary School booth, informed 
him thnt on the poll day when polling was going on, at 
about 12.30 P.M. about 50 — 60 persons came to the polling 
booth and drove away the voters who were then standing 
in the queue to cast their vote and came inside the booth 
vvhereupon he (Mahabir Mahto) raised protest to the Pre- 
siding Officer and filed before him a written petition which 
the Presiding Officer accepted and granted him a written 
receipt. His (P.W. 47) further .statement is that after hav- 


ing been told like that by Mahabir Mahto he asked him 
to hand over that receipt to him (P.W. 47), but he (P.W. 6) 
told him thnt if he (P.W.47) so liked he could take its copy 
and if and when necessary he (P.W. 6) would produce its 
original in court in his evidence, whereupon he (P.W. 47) 
took its copy from him (P.W. 6). The evidence of Mahabir 
Mahto (P.W. 6) on this point is that in his village 
Jamuaha in this election where was only one polling booth 
where he had cast his vote and worked as the polling agent 
of the Socialist Party candidate Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh. According to him (P.W. 6), the polling at this booth 
was not peaceful inasmuch as at about 11 A.M. about 100 — 
150 persons of the Congress candidate Nagendra Prasad 
Yadav (respondent) arrived at this booth making hulla 
from village Jainagar which is about 700 — 800 yards from 
village Jamuaha and at their sight the voters in the queue 
who numbered 70 — 80 got frightened and fled away with- 
out casting their votes and seeing this he (P.W. 6) filed a 
written petition against it to the Presiding Officer who re- 
ceived it and acknowledged its receipt by granting him a 
written receipt for the same. As his further statement is he 
had prepared that petition in duplicate of which he had 
made over one to the Presiding Officer and the other he 
kept himself and it was on this duplicate copy that the Pre- 
siding Officer had acknowledged receipt of that petition in 
his own pen. According to him (P- \V. 6), after receiving 
this petition the Presiding Officer wanted to check ho-halla 
but he could not do it. He (P. W. 6) has produced the 
above duplicate copy from his custody and along with the 
Presiding Officer’s receipt it has been marked Ext. 1, This 
Presiding Officer (Mahdco Prasad Singh) has been examin- 
ed by the respondent as R,W. 37. He (R.W. 37) is an 
employee of the Life Insurance Corporation of India, Divi- 
sional Office at Mazaffarpur. As he has stated, all along 
the polling hours from 7.30 A.M. to 4.30 P.M. of that day 
he was at this booth as ils Presiding Officer and that the poll- 
ing at this booth was all through peaceful and there was 
never any disturbance of any kind at it. He has denied that 
when the polling was on at about 11 A.M. about 100 — 150 
men from the side of Nagendra Prasad Yadav arrived at his 
booth making hulla and at their sight some 70 — 80 voters 
who were then standing in the queue to cast their votes got 
afraid and lied away giving up their franchise. He has also 
emphatically denied the petitioner’s suggestion that he 
(R.W, 37) had been approached by the respondent in this 
case and when he (R.W. 37) told him that he would give 
evidence in Court for him denying the statement in this 
petition then the respondent cited him (R.W, 37) as his 
witness. 

77. He (R.W. 37) has admitted his endorsement and sig- 
nature in English on Ext. 1. He has also admitted the filing 
of such petition to him at the polling booth by Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh's polling agent. His (R.W. 37) state- 
ment further is that since at that time he did not notice any 
such hangatna or situation at the booth he told that polling 
agent that there was nothing like that and as such no action 
was called for on his part on that petition and thnt if such 
situation arose he would Jook to it. He has also stated that 
he did not have any occasion to take action as there was 
never any hangama at the booth and that since that polling 
agent had filed that petition he kept that original with him 
and acknowledged its receipt in that way by making his en- 
dorsement with signature on the copy of the petition which 
the polling agent had retained with him. His evidence also 
is that at the time of this petition was filed he did not 
notice any fear on the face c-1 the voters there nor did he 
find any inability on the part of any of those voters to cast 
their votes and the voters there arranged themselves in 
queue and one by one cast their votes in the usual way. 
He (R. W. 37) has been cross-examined at length by the 
other side. But nothing noticeable has come out on whose 
strength the varacily of his above averments denying the 
taking place of any disturbance during tho poll in that 
manner or otherwise, and peaceful passing of the poll can be 
suspected. 

78. The contention strenuously addressed by the petition- 
er on the basis of the contents of this petition (Ext. 1) that 
they fully establish the truth of his allegations in this regard 
cannot be accepted. In this petition all that was said was 
that at that booth some persons from the said of Nagendra 
Prasad Yadav had arrived to disturb peaceful polling and 
that had created sufficient panic umong the voters and as a 
result thereof the voters of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh had 
become unable to cast their votes. On these allegations, 
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in the end its author. Mahabir Mahto requested the Presi- 
ding Officer to take necessary legal steps. I have already 
referred to the statement of the Presiding Officer (R.W. 37) 
that after having received this petition he did not find it 
necessary to take any action because there was no such dis- 
turbance then or even thereafter till the poll was complete. 
It is significant to find that it (lixt. 1) mentioned in a 
vague way that some persons from village Jainagar 
of Nagendra Prasad Yadav had arrived at the booth to 
disturb the poll without naming any of them. In Court, 
however, Mahabir Mahto (P.W. 6) has given the number 
of those few persons as 100 — 150. He has also admitted that 
out of those 100 — -150 persons he recognised 15 — 20 by face 
but knew the names of only 5 — 6. It is then not under- 
stood as to how he had omitted to get the name of even one 
of them mentioned in this petition. Though in Court his 
(P.W. 6) statement is that as a result of that hanyama some 
70— SO voters who were then in the queue waiting to cast 
their votes being terror stricken fled away without voting. 
But in Kxt. 1 name of none of those voters finds mentioned. 
As he (P.W. 6) has admitted, till the date of his evidence in 
Court (30-3-1972) he had not disclosed the name of any of 
the above 5 — 6 persons of 70 — 80 voters to any one. Such 
silence on his part would however, appear incompatible with 
the normal behaviour of one in his position. Such a silence 
on his part may be feigned to explain the absence of any of 
those persons or voters as a witness for the petitioner in the 
case because, as already observed, the petitioner (P.W. 47) 
has admitted to have met him (P.W. 6) about 15 — 20 days 
of this election when the latter is said to have disclosed to 
him about this incident, and in that case the normal expec- 
tation was that the petitioner would have tried to ascertain 
from him the names of any of those persons or voters so as 
to summon them as witness to corroborate his case in this 
respect. It is also noticed that name of any such workers 
or supporters of the respondent or of those voters does not 
find mentioned in the election petition of its schedules, 

79. To refute these allegations of the petitioners besides 

the denial of respondent (R. W. 47) there is also the em- 
phatic denial of Habibulla Shah (R.W. 8) who was respon- 
dent’s polling agent at this booth (vide Ext. A/9). As he 
has said, on the poll day he was at this booth from 7 A.M. 
till 1.30 P.M. or 1.45 P.M, He has denied that when the 
polling was on at about 11 A.M. some 100—150 persons 
came with lathies on behalf of Nagendra Prasad Yadav and 
entering into the booth drove away the voters and aftcr 
forcible seizing the ballot papers from the Presiding Officer 
cast them into the ballot box. He has asserted that the 
polling at this booth was all along peaceful and there was 
never any disturbance of any kind till Ire was there. In his 
cross-examination it has been taken front him (R.W. 8) that 
he had worked as the polling agent at this booth upto 2.30 
P.M. whereafter Ram Lakhan Mahlo came and began to 
work as respondent’s polling agent at this booth. Ext. 4/j 

is the polling agent’s form of this Ram Lakhan Mahto. The 

respondent, however, has not put him (Ram Lakhan Mahto) 
into the witness box and reason, as urged, is that his evi- 
dence was not very material because he had come to the 

booth later to the alleged disturbance which, according to 

the petitioner's evidence look place at about 11 A.M. 

80. Thus, after careful considering the above facts and 
circumstances I am not at all convinced of the correctness 
of the petitioner’s allegation regarding commission of any 
such corrupt practice by the respondent, his election agent 
or any other person with his consent. In fact, on the alle- 
gations of the petitioner no case of corrupt practice within 
the meaning of section 100(1) (9b) of the Act has been 
made out. As such, success cannot be on his side on this 
point unless he has been uble to establish that the respon- 
dent's election as the returned candidate had been materially 
affected. There is, however, no sufficient material on whose 
basis the respondent’s election having been materially affect- 
ed in any way can be even inferred. 

Re. Tandaspur Lower Primary School booths within Bath- 
naha Assembly constituency, 

81. There is no dispute that at this polling station there 
were two booths adjoining each other, one on the cast and the 
other on the west. The petitioner's case regarding this sta- 
tion is set out in paragraph 23 read with schedule I to IV 
of election petition. His allegation is that as lie had learnt, 
the respondent’s election agent Sitaram Yrulav along with 
Ram Sewak Yadav and other workers, namely, Indradeo 

Prasad Yadav, Sheonandan Paul, Hardeo Prasad Yadav, 


Sonelal Rai and Faturi Singh who were moving on jeep No. 
BRL 6809 from one polling station to another had come to 
these booths at Tandaspur and after forcibly taking the 
ballot papers from the Presiding Officers stamped and insert- 
ed them into the ballot boxes. This allegation of the peti- 
tioner has been specifically denied in paragraph 18 of the 
written statement filed by the respondent where it is assert- 
ed that no such incident had ever taken place at those 
booths nor at any other booth. In paragraph 19 of the 
written statement the respondent has also denied the petition- 
ers allegation as made in paragraph 24 of the election peti- 
tion where he has alleged the capturing and snatching of 
ballot papers and casting of 95 per cent bogus votes after 
restraining and terrorising the genuine voters at the 29 poll- 
ing booths us named in this paragraph No. 24. Though 
above Tandaspur booths are not included in these 29 booths 
of paragraph 24 but in course of argument on behalf of the 
petitioner it has been urged that allegations of such casting 
of bogus votes by capturing the booths after driving away 
the genuine voters was also meant to apply to them (Tan- 
daspur booths). 

82. The evidence of the petitioner in proof of these alle- 

gations regarding Tandaspur booths consists of petitionci's 
(P.W, 47) own testimony coupled with those of Dindayal 
Paswan (P.W. 7) and Ram Swarath Singh (P.W. 8). As he 
(P.W. 47) has stated in paragraph 11 of his evidence, 7 or 8 
days after the counting of votes in this election he was told 
by Dindayal Paswan and Ramswarath Singh at village 
Rupauli when he (P.W. 47 ) was returning home from Sita- 
mttrhi that at about 9 or 10 A.M. on the election day when 
the polling was going Faturi Singh, respondent’s election agent 
Sitaram Yadav, Hardeo Rai, Sheonandan Paul and Ram 
Sewak Yadav came to the Tandaspur polling booth on jeep 
No, BRF 6809 and got down and very soon thereafter bus 
No. BRF 4588 arrived there wherefrom 50 — 60 persons 
came out who were all armed with lathi, cane, chhurt and 
other weapons; thereafter ail those armed men reached the 
queue where the voters were standing for casting their votes 
and made those voters flee away after threatening them and 
then they all went to the Presiding Officer 

and forcibly snatched away ballot papers from 
him and consigned them into the ballot box 

after stamping them. It is thus evident from this statement 
of P.W. 47 as also his verification of tho election petition 
where he has averted to the truth of these allegations on in- 
formation that he had received from the documents as also 
voters, polling agents, workers and supporters of the candi- 
dates other than the respondent, that he (P.W. 47) had no 
direct knowledge of these alleged incidents. So his testi- 
mony in this regard cannot be said to be of much value 
and its truth or otherwise has to be ascertained and deter- 
mined on the evidence of his above informants P.Ws. 7 and 
8 who are alleged to be its eye witnesses. 

83. Dindayal Paswan (P.W. 7) has said that on the elec- 
tion day which was 1-3-1971 he had cast his vote in his 
village Tandaspur at the TandasDur Lower Primary School 
booth and was issuing identity slips to the voters for Indal 
Singh at this booth. According to him, when the polling 
was going on, at about 9 A.M. a jeep bearing No. BRF 6809 
as also a bus bearing No. BRF 5558 arrived and stopped 
there whereafter their occupants came inside the polling 
booth and asked the Presiding Officer to hand over the ballot 
papers who parted with them and one of those persons 
stamped them and another put them into the ballot box. 
His further statement is that they did so for about 15 — 20 
minutes and then procedod to the adjoining polling booth 
which was also located in this Lower Primary School. As 
he has disclosed, of the accupants of the jeep he recognised 
only Sitaram Yadav who is the brother of the candidate 
Nagendra Prasad Yadav. He has admitted that excepting 
Sitarma Yadav he did not recognise any other occupant of 
the jeep. Regarding the occupants of the bus his statement 
is that he did not recognise any of them because they were 
all outsiders. 

84. According to Ram Swarath Singh (P.W. 8), on that 
oil day he had cast his vote at Tandaspur Primary School 
ooth at about 10 A.M. and when he was still inside the 

booth on his way back he noticed that a jeep arrived there 
and 3 or 4 persons came out of it and they all went to the 
place where the actual voting was going on and after taking 
Lfie ballot papers from the Presiding Oliicer one of them 
damped them and another put them into the ballot box 
and after doing so far about 40—45 minutes within which 
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they finished all the ballot papers of which they had taken 

f ossession, they went to the adjoining booth at this school, 
le has further said that out of those 3 or 4 persons on the 
jeep he had recognised Faturi Babe of village Dostput and 
respondent’s brother Sitaram Rat. He (P.W. 8) has not 
said anything about the arrival of any armed men on a bus 
at that time or participation of any of those persons in the 
forcible seizure and casting of ballot papers at their hands 
which, as already noted, has been specifically alleged in the 
statement of petitioner’s other witness on this point namely, 

P. W. 7. 

85. There is nothing in the statement of P.W. 7 Dindayal 
Paswan regarding his disclosure to the petitioner (P.W- 47) 
as deposed to by the latter in paragraph 11 of his evidence 
(leferred to above). So also, the other witness P.W. 8 is 
silent about his any such disclosure to the petitioner. His 
(P.W. 8) voluntary statement in his cross-examination that 

10 15 days after this poll the petitioner Hansu Singh had 

come and told him that he was filing a case regarding this 
election and asked him whether he would depose for him 
on which he (P.W. 8) told him that whatever he had seen 

he would depose cannot be read as his disclosure to him 

(petitioner) on that line. Moreover, this voluntary state- 
ment he appears to have made after he had replied (vide 
paragraph 5) that till the date of his deposition (31-3-1972) 
ne had never given any information about this forcible 
seizure etc. of the votes to any authority or to any other 
person which must be deemed to include this petitioner. 

86. As already shown, on their (P, Ws. 7 and 8) own 

admission, out of the aforesaid occupants of the jeep and 
bus they had recognised only two, namely, respondent’s 

brother Sitaram Yadav and Faturi Singh. It is then not 
understood as to how they could have given out the names 
of other persons like Ram Sewak Yadav, Indradeo Yadav, 
Sheonandan Paul, Hardeo Yadav and Sonelal Rai in this 
connection to P.W. 47 as deposed to by him (P.W. 47) 
in Court and alleged in paragraph 23 of the election 
petition, 

87. Though P.W. 7 Dindayal Paswan in paragraph 16 of 
his evidence had denied the respondent’s suggestion that he 
w'as working in this Parliamentary election for the Socialist 
Party candidate Thakur Y ugal Kishore Singh, which is said 
to be the reason for his coming to depose in this case 
falsely for the petitioner, P.W. 8 Ramswarath Singh in 
paragraph 4 of his evidence has clearly admitted that not 
only this petitioner Hansu Singh but also this Dindayal 
Paswan (P.W. 7) were Working for Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh at this Tandaspur booth on the poll day in this 
election and that they (Hansu Singh and Dindayal Paswan) 
were issuing slips to the voters on his (Thakur Yugal 
JKishore Singh’s) behalf that day. It is admitted by both 
(P. Ws. 7 and 8) that they or any body else never lodged 
any protest regarding these highhanded acts of the men of 
respondent with the polling authorities there. Such inaction 
on their part in that situation is really not understandable 
and tends to point out to the incorrectness of these allega- 
tions. As already shown, this petitioner was also there at 
the booth issuing slips on behalf of the Socialist Party 
candidate. He also did not choose to lodge any written 
protest. In the normal course, if there were really such 
incidents they were bound to have invoked protests from 
them which they could easily manifest by lodging complaint 
with the Presiding Officer against it. But admittedly noth- 
ing like this was done which was rather unusual. 

88. It is not disputed that the petitioner in his list of 
witnesses filed on 8-11-1971 (items 106 and 107) had cited 
the two Presiding Officers of these Tandaspur booths as his 
witnesses in this case. Subsequently, however, he dropped 
them in his petition filed on 10-12-1971 for reasons best 
known to him, This unceremonious omission of their 
names from the category of his witnesses on a subsequent 
thought, according to respondent, was because he was ap- 
prehensive that if they were put in the witness box the 
truth was bound to come out from their' mouth which 
would definitely be detrimental to his false case in this be- 
half. Respondent has further submitted that since the peti- 
tioner had included these Presiding Officers as his witnesses 
in the first instance and then dropped them from his list, 
he (respondent) has not thought it safe to have them as 
his witnesses in the ease and as such no adverse inference 
can be drawn against him for their absence as his witnesses, 
1 think, this submission is not without substance. 


89. Ext. 0/3 is Presiding Officer's diary of the above 
western Tandaspur Lower Primary School booih. It has 
been proved in Court by Rabindra Prasad (R.W. 41), who 
was the second polling office:' at this western booth. As 
he (R.W. 41) has said, there was another booth in this 
school which was in the adjoining east of this western 
booth. He (R.W. 41) has proved his signature and that of 
his Presiding Officer Sheonandan Jha on this diary Ext. 

G/3 and has staled that the contents of this diary were 

filled in his presence by the Presiding Officer in his pen. 
According to him (R.W. 41) the eastern booth was open 
on all sides and was fully visible from his booth. His fur- 
ther statement is that the poll was all through peaceful at 
these booths. He has emphatically dented the allegation 
that when the poll was going on at the booth at about 

9 A.M. some men like Sitaram Yadav and others came 

on a jeep along with a number of lathials on a bus and 
they had got into the polling booth, drove away the voters 
who were wailing there to cast their votes and after forci- 
bly seizing the ballot papers from the Presiding Officer put 
them into the ballot box after stamping. According to him, 
there were never any such incident at the booth at any 

time during the poll. He has been subjected to a lengthy 

cross-examination by the other side. But nothing seems 
to have come out therein on the basis of which the truth 
of his above testimony regarding the polling being peaceful 
throughout without any disturbance of the manner alleged 
can be doubted. His statements in this regard appear to 
be duly corroborated by the entries in the above Presiding 
Officer’s diary (Ext-G/3) where the relevant columns make 
no mention of any irregularity or disturbance during the 

poll. He is in Government service as Panchaynt Sewak 
since 1965. Except the suggestion of the petitioner that 

he has come to depose falsely at the instance of the res- 
pondent in this case which he has emphatically refuted, there 
is no material on record to show that he carries any bias 
against this petitioner or is under the influence of the res- 
pondent as to come and support him falsely. On the avail- 
able facts he appears to be a disinterested witness and his 
testimony which has not been shaken in cross-examination 
has to be accepted as worthy of credence, 

90, The respondent (R.W. 47) has characterised these 
allegations of the petitioner in respect of Tandaspur Lower 
Primary School booths to be absolutely false (vide para- 
graph 29). His emphatic statement is that it is absolutely 
raise to say that on 1-3-1971 when the polling was going 
on at these booths his election agent Sitaram Yadav ac- 
companied witlt Ram Sewak Yadav, Indradeo Yadav, Sheo- 
nandan Paul, Hardeo Prasad, Sonelal and Faturi Singh 
came to them on jeep No, 6 809 accompanied with about 
100 lathials on bus No. 5588 and after going inside the 
booths they captured the booths and restrained and terro- 
rised the genuine voters from casting their votes and then 
forcibly took the ballot papers from the Presiding Officers 
of those booths and put them into the ballot box after 
stamping them. His further statement is that to his know- 
ledge there was never any such incident at any of those 
booths at any time. In his cross-examination there seems 
no material on the strength of which . the veracity of these 
denials can be doubted. 

91, The respondent has also examined the above Sheo- 
nandan Paul (P.W, 16), Hardeo Prasad Yadav (R W 17) 
Ram Sewak Yadav (RAV. 27), Sitaram Yadav (R.W. 33) 
and Tndradeo Prasad Yadav (R,W. 46) who have all seriously 
refuted the truth of these allegations of the petitioner made 
against them. 

92, Sheonandan Paul (R.W. 16) is in the Congress Party 
since 1927 and he is the Savpanch of his Gram Panehayat 
since 1970. His statement is that on the poll day of this 
Parliamentary election after casting his vote at his polling 
station which was situated in the Harijan School of his 
village Chatnparn, which is about 7-8 miles from village 
Tandaspur, he was all along at that Champura polling booth 
issuing identity slips to voters on behalf of the Congress 
Party candidate (respondent) fill the end of the poll. He 
has denied the tdlegation that on that day he had ever 
visited the polling booth at village Tandaspur in the company 
of several others and driven away voters from the Queue as 
to preclude them from exercising their franchise. He has 
also denied the allegation that in that way they had cap- 
tured Tandaspur booths and after taking the ballot papers 
from the Presiding Officers got them put into the ballot 
box after stamping. Ho has also denied the petitioner’s 
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suggestion that he has come to depose falsely at the ins- 
tance of the respondent after suppressing the truth because 
of his being an old Congressman, There is nothing subs- 
tantial in his cross-examination which can be used to dis- 
card these denials. 

93. According to Hardco Prasad Yadav (R.W. 17) who 
comes from village Mehsia, which, according to him, is 
about 10-11 miles from Tandaspur, has averred that on that 

oil day he was all along at his village Mehsia Panchayat 

ooth, where after casting his own vote at about 1 P.M., 
he was issuing identity slips to the voters of the Congress 
party candidate Nagendra Prasad Yadav, According to him 
it is absolutely incorrect to say that on that day during the 
poll period he accompanied with Sitaram Yadav, Ram Sewak 
Yadav, Indradco Prasad Yadav, Sheonandan Paul, Sonelal 
Rai and Faturi Singh went to the polling booths at Tandas- 
pur and after having driven away the voters therefrom they 
forcibly took the ballot papers from the Presiding Officers 
concerned and got them put into the ballot boxes after 
necessary stamping. Nothing appeals to have come out 
in his cross-examination to disbelieve these statements, He 
has frankly admitted that though he is not a member of 
the Congress Party but had always been helping that party 
candidate in the elections and in the instant election he 
was helping the respondent as the candidate of the Congress 
Party, tor whom he had also worked as a counting agent 
at one of the counting segments. But simply because of his 
such association with the Congress Party his testimony for 
the respondent cannot be discarded as being interested un- 
less there is any material to hold so and, as already, observ- 
ed, nothing has come out in his cross-examination to doubt 
his varacity. 

94. Ram Sewak Yadav (R.W. 27) is admittedly the cousin 
of the respondent Nagendra Prasad Yadav. He had been 
elected as a member of the Bihar Legislative Assembly in 
J952 and 1957 and was its member from 1952 to 1962. 
As he has disclosed, in 1952 he had won Assembly election 
as an independent candidate and in 1957 as a candidate of 
the Praja Socialist Party. He has also admitted that in 
1971 Parliamentary election he had filed his nomination 
paper as an independent candidate but subsequently with- 
drew it and that in this election he was helping the res- 
pondent Nagendra Prasad Yadav and canvassed votes for 
him in his (R.W. 47) village as also in the neighbouring 
villages. He has averred that on the day of the poll in 
this Parliamentary election, i.e., 1-3-1971, he was all along 
in his village (Chak Mahila). According to him, it is abso- 
lutely false to say that on that poll day he along with 
Sitaram Yadav, Faturi Singh and others had gone to these 
booths at Tandaspur on a jeep accompanied with lathial s 
on a bus at about 9-10 A.M. and after driving them from 
casting their votes they got hold of the ballot papers from 
the Presiding Officers and put them into ballot box after 
stamping. There seems nothing in his cross-examination on 
whose strength his above statements can bo disbelieved. 
The mere fact that he is related to the respondent and 
was supporting him in this election and had also worked 
as his counting agent at one of the counting segments by 
themselves can be no sufficient ground to discredit his 
testimony as being unworthy of credence in the absence of 
other material to doubt their varacity. Being the cousin of 
the respondent his interest in his (respondent) election was 
only natural. But that does not mean that he had actually 
acted in the alleged manner which fact must be proved 
independently of his such relationship. 

95. Sitaram Yadav (R.W. 33) who is a Law Graduate and 
had practiced as a lawyer in Sitamarhi courts from 1943 to 
1956 and was also a member of the Bihar Legislative 
Assembly from 1952 to 1966 is the full brother of the res- 
pondent. But both of them are separate in mess and 
property. He (R.W. 33) was the election agent of the res- 

ondent in this Parlimentary election. As he (R.W. 33) 

as given out, as respondent’s election agent his duties were 
to sign papers on his behalf and send (hem to different 
areas to look after the works of his election office. He has 
further said that on the election day after casting his vote 
at about 7-30 A.M. at his booth located in the Middle 
School of his village Chak Mahila he went and visited the 
neighbouring polling booths in village Madhuban, Farori and 
Kharka and thereafter returned to his election office. He 
has denied that on that day at about 9 or 9-30 A.M. he 
along with Faturi Singh, Sheonandan Paul, Indrndeo Prasad 


Yadav, Hardeo Prasad Yadav and Sonelal went to Tandas- 
pur booths on a jeep accompanied with several lathlals on 
a bus and there they all drove away voters who were wait- 
ing to cast their votes and then forcibly seized the ballot 
pepers from the Presiding Officers and put them into ballot 
box after necessary stamping. According to him, on the poll 
day he had never been to any of those booths nor there 
was any such incident at thern^t any time. While admit- 
ting in his cross-examination tlM he had heard that in this 
Parliamentary election on the poll day two buses one of 
Negendra Babu’s maternal nephew and the other of Nagendra 
Babu’s wife had been seized by the police, he has said that 
he cannot give their number nor that they were carrying 
any lathlals at the time of their seizure. He has refuted 
the suggestion of the petitioner that after casting his vote 
as above at his village booth he moved arround along with 
the above lathlals in the two buses. If, he were really 
moving in that way with the buses on his jeep its (jeep) 
seizure along with the buses was normally expected. But 
this was not so. Even in the evidence of the seizing party 
there is nothing to show that at that time this witness on 
his jeep was also noticed in their (buses) company. He 
has been cross-examined at full length by the other side. 
But nothing material seems to have been elicited in his 
answers on whose basis his commission of the incident of 
the alleged nature and manner can in any way be sus- 
pected. 

96. As to the evidence of Indradeo Prasad Yadav (P.W. 
46) he has said that is absolutely incorrect to say that on 
the poll day he accompanied with Sitaram Yadav, Ram 
Sewak Yadav, Faturi Singh, Sheonandan Paul, Hardco 
Prasad Yadav, and Sone Lai Rai on a jeep accompanied 
with about 100 lathlals on a bus had gone to Tandaspur 
Lower Primary School booths at 9-10 A,M. and after driv- 
ing away the voters who were then standing in the queue 
to cast their votes forcibly seized the ballot papers from 
the Presiding Officers and after stamping put them into 
the ballot boxes. In cross-examination, except that he is 
son of an active Congressman who was an M.L.A. from the 
Congress Party from 1952 to 1962 and also that his elder 
brother’s wife was a Congress M.L.A. from 1952 to 1962 
and that though he is not a Congressman but follows the 
congress ideology, there is nothing else worth notice there- 
in on which his above denial can be taken as unbelievable. 
He has denied to know any Sheondndan Paul, Hardeo 
Prasad Yadav or Sonelal Rai and has also asserted that 
during the period of this election he had been confined to 
his house in connection with his father’s illness. He has 
also denied the suggestion of the petitioner that in this 
Parliamentary election he was working for Nagendra Prasad 
Y’adav and has come to depose falsely for him in this case 
being his active worker. 

97. So far as the above two persons, Sonelal Rai and 
Faturi Singh are concerned, they have not appeared as wit- 
nesses of the respondent to deny the above allegations made 
against them, The respondent (R.W, 47) has, however, as- 
signed reasons for their absence from the witness box. In 
paragraph 24 of his evidence the respondent has categorical- 
ly averred that as far as he knew there was no voter of the 
name of Sonelal Rai in the Sitamarhi Parliamentary consti- 
tuency. The correctness of this statement does not appear to 
have been challenged in his cross-examination. As to Faturi 
Singh his (R.W. 47) statement in paragraph 26, 27 and 28 
are relevant. His (R.W. 47) statement is that Faturi Singh 
had contested the Bihar State Assembly election in 1972 as a 
candidate of the Organisation Congress in opposition to the 
Ruling Congress candidate Ram Bahadur Singh (respondent 
was admittedly a candidate in this Parliamentary election of 
the Ruling Congress) whom he (R.W. 47) had helped in 
that Assembly election as a party man. As he (R.W. 47) has 
further said his summons in this case to Faturi Singh had 
been taken to him by the Congress President of the Prakhand 
Congress Committee, Dumra but he (President) could not 
meet him (Faturi Singh) and he (R.W, 47) had also tried 
to meet Faturi Singh but had failed. He (R.W. 47) has also 
stated that soon after that summons he had seen Faluri Singh 
in the company of Thakur Yugal Kisliore Singh twice or 
thrice, and the last occasion when he saw them together 
was a week back. He (R.W. 47) has said that Faturi Singh 
might have worked as his counting agent duly appointed bv 
his (R.W. 47) election agent but had done no other work 
for him in this Parliamentary election. This was, however, 
before the filing of this case. According to resondent’s list of 
witnesses dated 24-11-1971 he had summoned this Faturi 
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Singh (serial 194) as his witness in this case. In these cir- 
cumstances, the absence of these two persons, Sonelal Rai 
and Faturi Singh, as witness on behalf of the respondent to 
deny the above allegations made against them cannot, I think, 
be of much use to the other side to establish the truth of 
his case about them. On the other hand, on these explanations 
of the respondent which there seems no good reason to dis- 
trust any adverse inference^, against respondent’s denial of 
these allegations of the petilroner will not at all be justified. 

98, Thus, after having carefully considered all the above 
facts and circumstances as they emerge from the evidence 
on record, I have no hesitation in holding that the petitioner 
has failed to establish the truth of his case regarding these 
allegations. Accordingly, there could be no question of com- 
mission of such a corrupt practice by the other side (respon- 
dent) in respect of these booths. 

Re. Majhoura Lower Primary School Booth within 
Bathnaha Assembly constituency. 

99. Petitioner’s case regarding this booth is set out in para- 
graphs 11 and 12 read with schedules I and II of the election 
petition. The allegations in this regard have been specifically 
denied in paragraphs 5 and 6 of the respondents written 
statement. 

100. The petitioner’s allegations in this connection are that 
on the election day when the polling was going on at this 
booth respondent's polling agents Ram Surat Singh (R,W. IS) 
and Bhola Singh (R.W. 29) at this booth along with other 
luthials restrained the voters named in schedule II of the elec- 
tion petition and debarred them from exercising their fran- 
chise at the poll. Not only that they forcibly obtained ballot 
papers from the Presiding Officer and inserted them into the 
ballot box after having stamped them and then compelled 
the Presiding Officer to prepare his diary reporting peaceful 
polling at the booth. Petitioner’s witnesses on this point are 
of P.W. 24 (Jugut Paswan), who was the polling agent 
(vide Ext, 4/g) of the Socialist Party candidate Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh at this booth, and P.VVs. 26 and 27 
(Maheshwar Thakur and Nageshwar Thakur), who are said 
to have been prevented in the above way from casting their 
votes at the booth from the respondent's side. He has also 
examined P.W. 35 (Hemraj Thakur) who had worked as the 
First Polling Officer at this booth in his poll, and P.W. 36 
(S. K. Mufcherjce) who was then the subdivisional Magis- 
trate at Sitamaihi. Besides them, there is the evidence of the 
petitioner (P.W. 47) himself. Against these, respondent's evi- 
dence consists of respondent's own testimony as P.W. 47 and 
those of his two polling agents Ram Surat Singh and Bhola 
Singh (R, Ws. 15 and 29— vide Exts. A/10 and A/12) and 
R.W. 18 (Durga Prasad Sah), a voter who had cast his vote 
at this booth on the poll day (1-3-1971), Both sides have 
also produced documents in support of their case. 

101, In paragraph 9 of his evidence the petitioner (P.W. 
47) has said that 4 or 5 days after the poll he had learnt 
from Jugut Paswan (P.W, 24) who was the polling agent of 
Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh at this Majhoura Primary 
School booth and Maheshwar Thakur (P.W. 26) of village 
Majhoura that respondent's polling agents Bhola Singh and 
Ram Surat Singh (R. Ws. 29 and 15) had come to this booth 
at about 10 A.M. on the poll day along with 50—60 other 
persons and driven away the voters who were at that time 
standing in the queue to cast their votes and thereafter they 
all went to the Presiding Officer’s tabic and taking the ballot 
papers from his hand put them into the ballot box after 
stamping. His further statement is that at that very time those 
two persons (Jugut Paswan and Maheshwar Thakur) had 
also Informed him (P.W. 47) that all those persons after 
having indulged in such acts had also compelled the Presid- 
ing Officer to fill up his diary certifying peaceful polling at 
this booth. According to Jugut Paswan (P.W. 24) on the 

oil day he had cast his vote at this Majnoura Primary School 

ooth and was working as a polling agent of Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh. His further statement is that the polling was 
peaceful between 8—10 A.M. but at about 10 A.M. when 
the polling was going on. the respondent’s polling agents Ram 
Surat Singh and Bhola Singh came out of the Polling booth 
and went to the villag and returned to be booth after 1? — 20 
minutes along with 50 — -60 other prsons; they all threatened 
the voters who were then waiting in queue to cast their 
votes and drove them away whereafter they went to the table 
of the Presiding Officer and forcibly took away the blank 
ballot papers from him to which the Presiding Officer did not 


object out of fear. He has further stated that they continued 
to cast ballots in that illegal way for about 1 — 1/4 hours and 
he (P.W. 24) continued watching it without any protest 
being frightened and thereafter he (P.W, 24) left the place 
and went home. In ills (P.W, 24) examination-in-chicf ho 
has not said a word about his having ever informed the peti- 
tioner regarding such highhanded acts, from the side of the 
respondent. Rather, he has admitted in cross-examination 
(para 13) that he had not made any statement regarding 
such illegal voting to any person. Subsequent to this admis- 
sion he (P.W. 24) appears to have volunteered that 10 or 
14 days after the poll he had told Hansu Singh (Petitioner) 
about this when he cante to his village. In the same breath 
lie has said that Hansu Singh on that occasion had told him 
that he was going to file a case and he (P.W. 24) would 
have to depose therein. He (P.W, 24) has, however, admit- 
ted that he did not know Hansu Singh before that meeting 
and came to know him for the first time on that occasion. 
It is a little surprising that though tha was their first meet- 
ing in life Hansu Singh disclosed to him that he was going 
to file an election case in which he will have to give evidence. 
He (P.W. 24) has stated that he recognised by face all the 
above 50 — 60 persons whom the respondent’s above polling 
agents had brought from the village and disturbed the poll in 
that way and also knew the names of 15—20 of them. He 
has also said that in the above queue of voters, who numbered 
25 — 30, he knew the names of all of them as they all be- 
longed to his village. His admission, however, is that till the 
day of his deposition in this Court. (7-4-1972) he had not 
disclosed the names of the above 15 — 20 persons of 25 — -30 
voters to any one. It is then not easily understandable as to how 
the petitioner could know the names of at least 8 of those voters 
as to incorporate them in schedule 11 to the election petition 
filed on 26-4-1971, particularly when there is also nothing In 
the evidence of the other witness (P.W. 26) to show that the 
names of such voters had been disclosed to the petitioner 
by him (P.W. 26) on any occasion before the filing of this 
election petition. 

102. Coming to the evidence of Maheshwar Thakur 
(P.W. 26), his statement is that on the poll day (1-3-1971) 
he had gone to the Lower Primary School booth in his vil- 
lage Majhoura at about 9.30 A.M. to cast his vote but could 
not do so due to disturbance. Elaborating this averment he 
has said that after reaching the booth that day he obtained 
voters’ identity slip from Suresh Singh, who was issuing such 
slips on behalf of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh, and with 
that slip he (P.W. 26) went and stood in the queue of voters 
who numbered 30 — 40 and his position was somewhere in 
the middle of that queue; while he was so standing in the 
queue respondents polling agents Ram Surat Singh and 
Bhola Singh came out of the polling booth and went away 
and returned after 10 — -15 minutes accompanied with 50 — 60 
persons who were all armed with lathis; all those persons 
came and pushed out the voters in the queue and compelled 
them to leave the booth and then some of those persons went 
to the Presiding Officer and forcibly took the ballot papers 
from him and put them into the ballot box after stamp- 
ing. His (P.W. 26) further evidence is that after having 
pushed out from the queue in the above way he stayed there 
for about 20 — 25 minutes and then left the booth and came 
to village Riga, three miles from the booth, where he went 
to the public telephone office and after paying necessary 
charges talked to the Subdivisional Magistrate, Sitamarhl 
about this matter who asked him (P.W. 26) to complain 
about it to ttie Block Development Officer at Riga or meet 
the patrolling party; in pursuance to that advice he tried u» 
talk to the Block Development Officer and the patrolling 
party but could not meet either and then he returned to his 
village (Majhoura) and went to the Lower Primary School 
booth again at about 3 P.M. where he found none as all the 
votes had already been cast and without casting his vote he 
returned home. While denying the respondent’s suggestion 
that he (P.W. 26) was a worker of Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh and was working for him in this election, he has as- 
serted that all his above actions with regard to talking the 
Subdivisional Magistrate, the Block Development Officer and 
the patrolling party were in his individual capacitv having in 
no way been connected with Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh. 
Such an interest on the part of person who is nothing but 
a voter in the election is rather uncommon. 

103. As he (P.W. 26) has also, said, Ilansu Singh (peti- 
tioner) hud visited his place S or 6 days after this poll and 
in that meeting, which was their first meeting after the poll, 
he had shown the postal receipt that he had obtained regard- 
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ing the payment of charge for the above telephone call, He 
has also stated that even after that meeting he had occasions 
to meet Hansu Singh. There is, however, nothing in his 
(P.W, 26) evidence to show that in any of those meetings 
he had ever informed Hansu Singh regarding the above al- 
leged disturbance in the poll by respondent’s men, though, as 
I have already pointed out with reference to the statement 
of Hansu Singh (petitioner), the latter has pointedly asserted 
about his having been informed about those alleged high- 
handed acts from respondent’s side by this witness (PAV, 26) 
besides Jugut Paswan (P.W, 24). He (P. W, 26) has admit- 
ted that he knew at that time that a voter whose vote had 
already been cast is entitled under rules to cast his tendered, 
vote, still he admittedly did not make any attempt to give 
his tendered vote when he visited the booth again that day 
at 3 P.M., even though he had learnt that his vote had al- 
ready been cast by somebody else. Being quite a conscious 
voter which is shown by the fact that at the sight of the al- 
leged interference with their exercise of electoral right from 
respondent’s side he went and complained to the authorities 
on telephone after spending money it was only expected of 
him that he would have asked for acceptance of his tendered 
vote in the given situation. Such an omission on his part, ac- 
cording to the respondent, is indicative of the falsity of his 
above assertion regarding his having visited the booth again 
at 3 P.M. when he asserts to have found none there as all 
the votes had already been cast. 

104. Though the above Subdivisional Magistrate of Slta- 
marhi (P.W. 36) has been examined ill Court, but there is 
nothing in his evidence to corroborate the above averments 
of P.W. 36 (Maheshwar Thakur) lhat on that day he had at 
any time informed him (P.W. 36) on telephone about such 
poll disturbances on which he (P.W, 36) advised him to 
bring the fact to the notice of the Block Development Officer 
at Riga and meet the patrolling party. In fact, his (P.W. 36) 
evidence shows that on the poll day (1-3-1971) he was mov- 
ing about in the company of the Deputy Superintendent of 
Police in the urban and muffasil areas of Sitaniarhi and had 
returned the town that day at about 1 or 1.30 P.M. after 
those tours. In such a circumstance, it is not understood how 
he (P.W. 36) had talked to him on phone at Sitamarhi, as 
above, at about 11 A.M. on that day. In proof of his (P.W. 
36) telephonic talk, on behalf of the petitioner a postal 
receipt (Ext. 23) was filed in Court as late as on 11-5-1972. 
P.W. 26 (Maheshwar Thakur) has admitted to have obtained 
this receipt from the postal department on 1-3-1971 when he 
had made this call. He has also admitted that he had shown 
it to be petitioner Hansu Singh when he had visited his place 
5 or 6 days after the poll. Still the petitioner had not includ- 
ed this receipt in his list of documents filed in this case nor 
he had summoned him (P.W. 26) with it. He (P.W. 261 
did not bring it to Court when he was examined on 7-4-1972, 
but simplv said on hat day that it was available at his house. 
Petitioner's evidence in this case was closed on 24-4-1972. 
Even till then this receipt did not see the light of the Court. 
It was for the first time brought before Court on 11-5-1972 
after respondent’s evidence had also concluded. No satisfac- 
tory explanation has been given by the petitioner for such 
late filing of this document. In such circumstances, the authen- 
ticity of this receipt ennnot be treated as free from doubt and 
on its basis it is too much for the petitioner to ask the Court 
to accept unreservedly his (P.W. 26) statement regarding 
his such complain on telephone to the Subdivisional Magis- 
trate. 

105. The evidence of the other witness Nageshwar Thakur 
(P.W, 27) docs not also inspire confidence. His statement 
is that on the poll day he was at this Majhoura Lower Pri- 
mary School booth at about 9.45 A.M. to cast his vote; 
after reaching the booth he went and stood in the queue of 
voters to cast his vote; at that very time respondent’s two 
polling agents Ram Surat Singh and Bhola Singh went out 
of the booth and returned again after about 15 — 20 minutes 
with 60—70 lathlals; those lathlals entered in the booth and 
raised hulla asking the voters to go away; at that hulla the 
voters in the queue came out of it but when the hulla be- 
came louder all those voters left that place and went home; 
thereafter he (P.W. 27) did not return to the booth again. 
He (P.W. 27) has admitted that when he was standing in 
the queue in that way Maheshwar Thakur (P.W. 26) of his 
village was also in that queue waiting to cast his vote. There 
is nothing in his (P.W. 27) evidence alleging any pushing by 
those lathlals of the voters in the queue though, as shown 
above, the specific statement of P.W. 26 (Maheshwar 


Thakur) is that when he along with other voters were stand- 
ing in the queue to cast their votes those armed men came 
and pushed those voters and made them leave the queue. 
Similarly, though according to P.W. 26 after having made 
those voters ilee from the queue in that way some of those 
armed men went inside the booth and after forcibly taking 
the ballot papers from the Presiding Officer put them into 
the ballot box, but there is not even whisper regarding any 
such incident at the booth on that occasion in his (P.W. 27) 
evidence. In fact, us his evidence as a whole stands, it has to 
be construed denying the taking place of any such forcible 
seizure of ballot papers etc. 

106. He (P.W. 27) has admitted to be a man of Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh (paragraph 7 > It is, therefore, Bomewhat 
surprising that though he (P.W. 27) had met Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh after this poll several times hut he did not have 
any talk with him regarding this election or the above alleg- 
ed disturbance at the booth in any of those meetings. It was 
only natural for a man in his position to try to inform his 
candidate about such incident if they had actually taken 
place, at the earliest opportunity, 


107. The story of disurbed poll in the above manner as 
set up by the petitioner appears fully falsified by the evidence 
of his official witness Hemraj Thakur (P.W. 35). He is an 
assistant of Tube well Division, Muzaffarpur and had worked 
ns the First Polling Officer at this Majhoura Lower Primary 
School booth in this election. As he has Baid, besides him 
there were two other polling officers at this booth over and 
above the Presiding officer R. D. Agrawal. As he (P.W. 35) has 
averred, the polling at this booth was mostly peaceful; at one 
time during the poll there was hulla out side the polling booth 
but that hulla did not have any effect on the polling at 
this booth. From his evidence it appears that the building 
of this Lower Primary School containing the booth at that 
time consisted of thatched roof fixed on bamboos poles 
with no fencing ; it was open on all sides and in the form 
of the school building there was open space of about 100 
feet whereafter there were 4 or 5 huts. He has also stated 
that since they were busy in getting the poll done even after 
hearing the above hulla, which was out. side the booth, they 
did not divert their notice to it. He (PAV. 35) has proved in 
Court the Presiding Officer’s diary (Ext, Si) of this booth. 
He has recognised and identified on it the signatures of the 
Presiding Officer and Ihe other two polling officers on this 
document. He has admitted that its contents were filled by 
the Presiding Officer himself in his presence whereafter all 
the three polling officers including himself (PW. 35) signed 
on it. He has averred that the contents of this diary are 
correct and on looking into its contents he has also admitted 
that it (Ext. B) docs not mention anything about the above 
hulla outside the booth. While admitting that during the 
oil the patrolling parties concerned were visiting the booth 
c has said lhat they hnd not made any report about the 
above hulla to the patrolling party during their above visits since 
there was no need for it because that hulla had no effect 
on the polling at the booth. It is lo be noted that the 
petitioner has not charged him (P.W. 35) hargng gone under 
the influence of the other side as to depose like this, fn such 
a circumstances, his (P.W, 35) above statements which do 
fully testify to the factum of peaceful poll at this booth 
throughout have got to be given due consideration to dis- 
believe the petitioner’s case to the contrary. There is nothing 
in his (P.W. 35) evidence to show that any pressure was 
exercised from the respondent’s side to have a false report 
of peaceful polling in this Presiding Officer’s diary. On the 
other hand, his (P.W. 35) unequivocal admission, referred 
to above, is that its contents are correct. The entries in 
the appropriate columns of this document (Ext. B) clearly 
contradict the petitioner’s allegation of the alleged distuibance 
in Ihe poll at this booth. 


108. On behalf of the respondent by attention has been 
drawn to (he entry (Ext. C/1) dated 1-3-1971 at 3,26 P.M. 
in the message register of the election control room. This 
entry is per pen of the Magistrate, B. N. Sahay (P.W. 40) 
who was the over all incharge of this control room during 
this election. In this entry it was stated that the Subdivi- 
sional Magistrate and the Deputy Superintendent of Police 
at that time had reported to the election control room at 
Sitamarhi regarding the situation everywhere being all peace- 
ful so far. This report appears to have been followed by a 
similar khariat report lo the District Control Room. 
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109. The above two polling agents of the respondent (Ram 
Surat Singh and Ebola Singh) who are alleged to have gone 
and brought lathials and disturbed poll in the above manner 
have been examined as R. Ws. 15 and 29, respectively. They 
have emphatically denied Ihe petitioner’s allegation in this 
behalf and have asserted about the polling having passed 
off peacefully from beginning to end at that booth. Similar 
are the denials of R.W, 18 (Durga Prasad Sah) who is a 
resident of this village Majhoi.ra and is said to be the Up- 
Mukhiya of its Gram Punchayat. As he has said, ho was 
a voter in his village in this election and cast his vote 
at about 8 A.M. at the Majhoura Tower Primary School 
booth ; after casting his vote he returned to his dcrc-eum- 
Klmlihnn which was about 100-125 yards from the booth 
and remained there till the evening that day. According to 
him, this booth was clearly visible from this dcra-cum- 
Klmlllinn, the connecting land between the two being plain 
without any obstruction and, as he had noticed, the polling 
at this booth that day was all through peaceful and there 
was never any disturbance. The respondent (R.W. 47) has 
also emphatically denied the taking place of any such dis- 
turbance during the poll at this booth according to his 
knowledge and information. All these R.Ws. appear to have 
been subjected to lengthy cross examination by the other side. 
But there seems no material therein on whose basis their 
testimony, so made, can be discarded as unreliable- It is 
significant to find that none of the above polling agents 
of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh or his workers outside the 
booth had chosen to lodge any written protest with the 
polling party against those poll disturbances which in normal 
course they were expected to do keeping in view the serious- 
ness of the matter. 

110. Thus, after having duly considered all the above facts 
and circumstances I have no doubt In my mind that the 
polling at this booth had passed off normally and the 
petitioner’s allegation to the contrary, as above, is against 
truth and must be disbelieved. 

Re : Jogbanu Lower Primary School booth within Bath- 
naha Assembly constituency. 

111. The petitioner’s case regarding this booth is set out 
in paragraphs 13 and 14 read with schedules I and IV of 
the election petition and the respondent’s specific denial thereof 
is contained in paragraphs 7 and 8 of the written statement. 

112. The petitioner’s allegation in this behalf is that he 
had learnt from Bindeshwari Garni (P.W. 34) that when the 

oiling was going on at this Jogbana Lower Primary School 

ooth, at about 1 P.M. Ram Bahadur Singh, M.L.A. (R.W. 
31) and Dr. Dovendra Nath (R.W. 44) arrived at tne booth 
in jeep no. BRF 5732 when respondent's polling agents Fulo 
Rai and lagdish Rai (R.W. 23) went and talked with Dr. 
Devendra Nath and then they (polling agents) left the booth 
and returned to it again accompanied with about 50 lnthinls ; 
coming in that way they threatened and terrorised the voters 

who were then waiting in the queue to cast their votes and 

asked them to leave the booth without exercising their fran- 
chise ; being frightened those voters left the queue and fled 
away whereafter they called upon the Presiding and Polling 
Officers to hand over the ballot papers to them ; when they 

refused to part with the ballot papers, under the orders of 

Dr. Devendra Nath some of those lathlals after assaulting 
the Presiding Officer and the two Polling Officers Syed Amir 
Hassan and Indal Singh snatched away a large number of 
those ballot papers which Fnlo Rai and lajjdish Rai put 
inside the ballot box after stamping. This having been done, 
the workers and supporters led by Dr. Devendra Nath and 
Ram Bahadur Singh got the ballot box sealed in their pre- 
sence and also compelled the Presiding Officer to write out 
a report of peaceful polling. Tn election petition schedule 
I which purports to give the list and details of the persons 
who had committed corrupt practice with the consent of 
the respondent at the polling stations the names of above 
Ram Bahadur Singh. M.L.A. and Dr. Devendra Nath are 
mentioned, In schedule IV to the election petition which 
seeks to set out the names of persons against whom corrupt 
practices have been committed by the respondent, his election 
agent and workers and supporters the names of above Syed 
Amir Hassan and Indal Singh find mentioned. 

113. In the written statement the respondent has seriously 
refuted these allegations Of the petitioner and has characterised 
them us false and baseless besides lacking in material parti- 
culars, According to him. (his petitioner as also above 
Bindeshwari Garni were very much interested in this election 


for Thakur Yugal Kishore Sir.gh being his workers and it 
is he who has got this petition filed through this petitioner 
with the help of Bindeshwari Garni. His assertion is that 
there was never any such arrival of Ram Bahadur Singh, 
M.L.A. and Dr. Devendra Nath, nor his polling agents had 
ever got the polling disturbed with the help of lathlals in 
that manner. He has also denied the alleged snatching of 
ballot papers from the Presiding Officer and their casting 
into ballot box. In the same way he has also denied the 
story of assault on the Presiding and Polling Officers by 
his alleged lathlals. 

114, From the side of the petitioner besides himself (P.W, 
47), he has examined three voters (P. Ws. 1, 2 and 5) who 
are said to have gone to cast their votes at this booth but 
could not do it due to the alleged interference, Bindeshwari 
Garni (P.W. 34), Polling Officer Indal Singh (P.W. 45) and 
the Presiding Officer Baldeo Prasad Sahu (P.W, 48 declared 
hostile). Against these, the respondent’s witnesses consist 
of himself (P.W. 47) and above Ram Bahadur Singh, M.L.A. 
and Dr. Devendra Nath (R. Ws. 31 and 44), the third polling 
officer Ram Sarikhan Singh (R.W. 40) his polling agent 
Jagdish Raut (R.W. 23) and two voters R.Ws. 26 and 32 
(Ganga Raut and Ram Avtar Rai). Certain documents have 
also been filed from their sides. The above polling officer 
Syed Amir Hassan hns also been examined as a Court witness 
(C.W, 1). 

11J. The petitioner’s (P.W 47) evidence regarding this 
booth is to the effect that 3-4 days after the poll he was told 
by Bindeshwari of village Matiar that when on the election 
day the poll was going on at about 1 P.M. Ram Bahadur 
Singh, M.L.A. and Dr. Devendra Nath came to the booth 
in a jeep and called the respondent's polling agents Fulo Rai 
and Jagdish Rai and talked to them, whereafter those polling 
agents went to village logbana and returned to the booth 
along with 50-60 persons when they all threatened and drove 
away the voters who were then standing in the queue to 
cast their votes and then they went to the Presiding Officer 
and asked him to give the ballot papers and on his refusal 
to do so Dr. Devendra Nath ordered for assault on him 
(Presiding Officer) at which he (Presiding Officer) handed over 
the ballot papers to them and then Fulo Rai stamped them 
with cow-calf symbol (respondent’s symbol) and Jagdish Rai 
put them into the ballot box and thereafter they forcibly 
got a false report showing peaceful polling written and signed 
by the Presiding Officer. As this evidence of the petitioner 
stands, it is significant to find that there is not even a whisper 
about the alleged assault on the Presiding Officer or Polling 
Officers for their refusal to part with the ballot papers though 
the story of such assault has been specifically alleged in the 
election petition as told by the Bindeshwari Garni (paragraph 
13). 

116, According to Bindeshwari Garni (P.W. 34), after the 
poll in this cleclion had been completed on 1-3-1971 he 
went to Jogbana Bazar on 1-3-1971 where he was told by 
Jndu Mahto of village Jogbana that the polling at Jogbana 
could not be done peacefully as there was niarplt. In the 
next breath he (P.W, 34) changed this statement and said 
that Jadu Mahto on that occasion had told him that Dr. 
Devendra Nath and Ram B:\hadni Singh M.L.A had got 
hnngania done at this Jogbana booth due to wfiich the polling 
was not properly done and that he conveyed that information 
which he had received from Jadu Mahto to Hansu Singh 
(petitioner) when the latter met him at Silaroarhi 10-15 
days after his receiving that information. There is nothing 
in his (P.W, 34) evidence to show that in course of that 
information by Jadu Mahto ho had ever been told about 
the arrival of Ram Bahadur Singh and Dr, Devendra Nath 
in a jeep, their talking wtih the respondent’s polling agents, 
and latter's fetching about 50 lathlals from village, their 
driving away the voters from the queue, assaults on the 
Presiding and Polling Officers on their refusal to comply 
with their demand of ballots etc. as specifically stated in the 
election petition and petitioner’s evidence in Court. 

117. He (P.W. 34) has admitted that though he knew both 
Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh and this petitioner Hansu Singh 
for the last 10-15 years but he had no occasion to meet 
Hansu Singh before their aforesaid meeting which had taken 
place 10-15 days after this poll As he has further admitted, 
that day when he was going to Khadi Bhandar at Situmarhi 
on the way he saw Hansu Singh sitting in the office of the 
Socialist Party and he went to him (Hansu Singh) as called 
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by him. There is nothing in the evidence of either P.W. 34 
(Bindeshwari) or P,W. 47 (Hansu) to show that in that meet- 
ing latter made enquiry from him (P.W. 34) when he disclosed 
as above. Being ot different village (Matiai) he (P.W. 34) 
such meeting between the two Hansu Singh was not expected 
Was ordinarily not expected to know about the happenings 
of Jogbana booth and, accordingly, even if there was any 
such meeting between the two Hansn Singh was not expected 
to enquire from him about the polling at Jogbana booth. 
It is then not easily understood as to what made P.W. 34 
to volunteer that information to Ransu Singh in that meeting 
which was admittedly their first meeting in life. In this 
connection it is relevant to refer here to the assertion of 
the respondent that both these persons P.W. 34 and P.W. 47 
were working in this election for the success of Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh being his workers. 

118. As already shown, his informant Bindeshwari Garni 
(P.W. 34) was not an eye witness of these alleged happenings 
at Jogbana booth and whatever he knew about it was based 
on what he had heard from Jadu Mahto of village Jogbana, 
This Jadu Mahto is, admittedly alive in his village (P,W. 34 
paragraph 9). But no attempt appears to have been made 
from the petitioner’s side to biing him (Jadu Mahto) in the 
witness box to corroborate him (P.W. 34) on this point. In 
view of this the evidence of Bindeshwari Garni (P.W. 34) 
on this point, therefore, can well be regarded as heat say, 

119. So far as the three voter witnesses, namely, P. Ws. 1, 
2 and J are concerned, the first two are college students at 
Sitamarhi and the third is a cultivator by profession. The 
first and third come from village Bakhri which is about a mile 
from village Jogbana. As they have stated, their polling 
booth in this election was this Jogbana Lower Primary School 
booth and on the poll day they had been to (he booth to 
cast their votes but could not do so as a result of disturbance 
created by the men of the respondent. As their statement 
further is, on that day at about noon they went to the booth 
and were in the queue waiting to cast their votes but could 
not do so because of that disturbance. Giving details of the 
incident P.W. 1 Deonvnjan Kumar has said that while Ram 
Bahadur Singh, M.L.A. and Dr. Devendra Nath got down 
and talked to the Congress party polling agent Fulc Rai 
and after talking so both Rtm Bahadur Singh and Dr, 
Devendra Nath went towards the village and returned to the 
booth with about 50 Inthlals and they all threatened the 
voters standing in the queue asking them to go away without 
casting their votes whereupon all (hose voters who were 
50-60 in number including himself (P.W. 1) left the queue 
and went away ; thereafter Ram Bahadur Singh and Dr. 
Devendra Nath asked the Presiding Officer to hand over the 
ballot papers to them which he (Presiding Officer) refused to 
do upon which they slapped him (Presiding Officer) and 
then he made over those ballot papers to them and Fulo 
Rai stamped them and Jagdish Rai who was a worker of 
the Congress Party folded and put them into the ballot 
box. The other witness P.W. 2 (Ram Kishore Prasad) has 
also given a description of this occurence which is more or 
less on the same line. In his (P.W, 2) description he has, 
however, described the talks of Ram Bahadur Singh and 
Dr. Devendra Nath with two persons, namely, Fulo Rai 
and Jagdish Rai. According to him, it were the latlilals who 
had threatened the Presiding Officer and Dr. Devendta Nath 
and Ram Bahadur Singh were simply standing there. He 
has further said that after threatening the Presiding Officer 
in that way, Fulo Rai began to stamp the ballot papers and 
Jagdish Rai put them into ballot box. Tn the next breath 
he has changed this statement and said that those lathials 
had given 2 or 3 slaps to the Presiding Officer. P,W, 5 
(Sikandar Ram) has also tried to describe the incident in 
similar tone. In his statement the alleged talk of Dr. 
Devendra Nath and Ram Bahadur Singh is said to have 
taken place with only Fulo Rai. According to him those 
lathials (50-60) had been brought to the booth from the 
village by them (Ram Bahadur Singh and Devendra Nath). 
He has not said anything about the meeting of any threat 
to the Presiding Officer by any of those oersons and his 
(Presiding Officer’s) parting with the ballot papers. From 
this analysis it will appear that there is apparent difference in 
the manner of these incidents as given out by them (P Ws. 

1, 2 and 5). 

120. Schedule II of the election petition seeks to give the 
details of the voters, who were restrained front voting by 
the respondent, his election agent, workers and supporters at 
various polling stations. Though In this schedule there are 
21 names along with the polling stations but none of these 
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three names (P.Ws. 1, 2 and 5) finds place in it. It does 
not even make mention of this Jogbana Lower Primary School 
booth. The evidence of these three witnesses have been 
objected to by the other side on the ground that if they 
had been actually prevented in that manner from casting 
their vote then it was necessary on the part of the petitioner 
to have included their names in the election petition as enjoin- 
ed by section 83 of the Representation of the People Act, 
1951. It has also been urged that since their names do not 
find place in the election petition which it was incumbent 
upon the petitioner to do in view of the allegations made 
concerning them their evidence should not be looked into. 
Even if they are not left out of consideration then their 
testimony in this regard must be regarded as tainted having 
been secured for this case because if they were actually 
there and had been prevented from voting in those circums- 
tances then such contradictory accounts of the alleged inci- 
dents would not have been given by them. Moreover, though 
he (P.W. 1) has denied the suggestion that the Principal of 
his college was helping Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh in this 
election due to which he has been drafted to depose falsely In 
this case, P.W. 18 (Sriman Singh), who is a Lecturer of this 
college, has however, admitted that the Principal ot this 
college was helping Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh in this 
Parliamentary election adding simply a rider that he was 
not doing it actively. 

121. I think, it has been rightly argued by the respondent 
that if names of these three voters would have found place 
in the election petition or its schedule with the allegation 
that they had been prevented from exercising their franchise 
in that way he could have well called for the relevant elec- 
toral rolls and other connected papers to prove that the 
petitioner’s case to this effect is false because they had actually 
cast their votes in this election. 

122. On the above facts it is not possible to regard these 
statements of P.Ws. 1, 2 and 5 above suspicion and the 
respondent’s criticism of them that after having filed this 
election petition the petitioner has any how prevailed over 
them to come and depose for him in this case without their 
having been prevented in that way from casting their 
votes cannot be overruled as being without any merit 

123. Indal Singh (P.W. 45) is in Government service as a 
Panchayat Scwak since 1957 and Is at present posted as 
such since January, 1966 In village Dumri which is the 
village of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh. His (P.W. 45) 
home village is about a mile from village Dumri. In this 
election he (P.W. 45) had worked as a second polling officer 
at this Jogbana Lower Primary School booth along with 
Admir Hassan (C,W. 1) as the first polling officer and Baldeo 
Prasad Sah (P.W. 48) as the Presiding Officer. According 
to him (P.W. 45) the polling was peaceful at this booth 
till about 12.30 P.M. and at that time the two polling 
agents Fulo Rai and Jagdish Rai were sitting behind him 
(P.W. 45). He expressed his inability to say as to whose 
polling agents they were because the list was with the Pre- 
siding Officer. His further statement is that at about 12.30 
P.M. that day when about 20 — 25 voters were standing 
in the queue to cast their votes these two polling agents went 
out of the polling booth and returned to it again with a mob 
of 50 — 60 persons which included Dr. Devendra Nath; 
coming so all those persons came near them and sorround- 
ed the Presiding and Polling Offices and asked him (Pre- 
siding Officer) to make over the ballot papers to them at 
which the first polling officer Amir Hassan stood up and 
informed them that ho was going to inform the Sub-divi- 
sional Magistrate about this matter and saying so he (Amir 
Hassan) passed on his voters list to him (P.W. 45) and 
moved away for 2 — 4 septs; at that very time the above 
Dr, Dvendra Nath ordered for the arrest of Amir Hassan 
at which Jagdish Rai cought hold of him (Amir Hassan); 
in that catching Jagdish Rai was joined by some from the 
mob and there was ghleha-ghlchl between the two sides in 
course of which the shirt and pant of Amir Hassan were 
torn; seeing that he (P.W. 45) wanted to help Amir Hassan 
out of that situation at which Fulo Rai shouted that as 
he knew him to be the Gram Panchayat Sewak of village 
Dumri he was leaving him otherwise he would have also 
put him to the same treatment as Amir Hassan; at that 
very time the Presiding Officer began to weep uttering that 
he had three daughters to marry and there was no use In 
killing him as well as others of his party and that they 
should allow those people to do as they liked; at that very 
time they released Amir Hassan and snatched the ballot 
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apers from them (polling party) and Fulo Rai stamped those 
allots and Jagdish Rai put them into the ballot box; while 
doing so both these persons (Fulo Rai and Jagdish Rai) 
us well as some other 2 to 4, whose names he did not know, 
asked them (polling party) to put the neecssary tick murks in 
respect of those ballots as read out by them in the elec- 
toral rolls and being afraid they tick-marked the electoral 
rolls in respect of those votes and the Presiding Officer was 
keeping silent all through out of fear; they continued doing 
so for about 2 hours and polled all the remaining ballot 
papers, except 25, after having polled the ballot papers in 
that way those persons compelled them (Presiding and 
Polling Officers) to fill up and sign the Presiding Officer’s 
dairy which they did at about 2.30 P.M. that day; the. 
ballot box at the booth was sealed at 4 P.M. that they and 
the patrolling party arrived at the boolh at 6 P.M. and 
collected the ballot box and other polling materials and 
went away, He has proved the Presiding Officer's diary 
(Ext. G). As he lias admitted, its contents are in his pen 
and it also bears his signature (Ext, 17/b). He has also 
admitted that this diary was made over to the patrolling party 
at 6 P.M. along with (he polled box and other polling 
materials. As he has averted thought at the time of 
making over this diary to the patrolling party they had consi- 
dered it necessary to correct its entries to state the correct 
state of affairs regarding capturing of the booth and for- 
cible polling but they did not do so as they were afraid 
because of the presence of the men of respondent all round 
tho booth at that time. He (P,W. 45) has admitted that till 
the date of his examination in court (19-4-1972) he had 
never sent any report regarding this incident to any autho- 
rity. Though, as he has admitted, ho and other of his 
polliny party had been (o Sitamarhi while going to have 
the poll done at another booth and while returning there- 
from. He also admits about Ihe absence of any complaint 
regarding those Incidents to any authority at the hands of 
Presiding or other Polling Officers of his party. It is not 
easy to swallow that even after such highhanded acts from 
the respondent’s side none of these persons had thought of 
lodging any complaint with any authority even though they 
had occasions to visit Sitamarhi the very next day of the 
alleged occurence. His (P.W. 45) admission that though 
after this parliamentary election ho had met Thakur Yugal 
Kishorc Singh thrice or four times but he had never any 
talk with him regarding this election is indicative of his 
being a liar. Such an ommission on his part is wholly in- 
compatible with his intimate acquaintance with Thakur 
Yugal Kishorc Singh as indicated above. The normal con- 
duct of a man in his posilion, if there was such an incident 
at the booth, was to at least informed him (Thakur Yugal 
Kishorc Singh) in their first meeting after the poll. 

124, From his (P.W. 45) account of these incidents, as 
referred to above, it is manifest that they substantially differ 
from their accounts ns given by the above three voters 
(P.Ws. 1, 2 and 5) who have also appeared to depose ns Its 
eye witnesses. They also differ from its account as given 
by above Bindeshwar Garni (P.W. 34) from whom the 
petitioner (P.W. 47) is said to have learnt about it. 

125. His (P.W. 45) above statements regarding the dis- 
turbance of poll in that manner stand wholly contradicted 
in the evidence of the concerned Presiding Officer Baldeo 
Prasad Sahu (P.W. 48). His (P.W. 48) stntemont is, during 
the poll period there was no incident in the polling pre- 
mises by which he meant within a redius of 100 yards from 
the polling booth and though outside the polling premises 
there were several other persons but that that had no effect 
on the polting and voters came to the polling booth regu- 
larly and went away after easting their votes and that there 
was never any disgraceful treatment meted out to him (P.W. 
48) or to any of the polling officers from any other quarter 
during the entire poll. After he (P.W. 48) had made these 
statements the petitioner declared him hostile and cross- 
examined him with Court's permission. Though his cross- 
examination was sufficiently long and searching, but noth- 
ing came out to discredit his fP.W. 48) emphatic denial 
regarding there being no occurence of the above kind or 
even otherwise during the entire poll which, according to 
him, had passed off peacefully and smoothly throughout. 
He (P.W. 48) has asserted that the diary (Ext. G) was 
written out at about 5.30 P.M, and not at 2.30 P.M. in 
reply to a question bv the respondent he (P.W. 48) has ad- 
mitted that in course of (he poll he was allowing only one 
polling agent of each of the candidates to sit by his side as 
required under rules though during that period the polling 
agents used to replace themselves by another appointed 


polling agent from time to time. He has also given out 
that during the poll period, he., 7.30 A.M. to 4.30 P.M. 
the patrolling party had visited this booth five limes inclu- 
ding the last when (hey came to collect the ballot box and 
other materials. He has further given but that_ before 
signing his diary (Ext. G) he bad looked into all its con- 
tents which he found to be all correct and then he signed 
it. 

126. On behalf of the petitioner the above first polling 
officer Amir Hassan was cited as his witness vide item No. 
99 of his petition dated 4-11-1971), For the reasons best 
known to him he, however, dropped his name subsequently 
in his list dated 10-12-1971. After Indal Singh (P.W. 45) 
alleged in his evidence regarding the respondent’s men beating 
etc. of him (Amir Hassan) it was considered necessary to 
have him in the witness box to throw light on these points. 
The petitioner had already dropped him from his witness 
list and the respondent was not prepared to make him his 
witness on the ground that the petitioner had included his 
name as his witness in his first list.. In such circumstances, 
for the ends of justice, I thought it necessary to hive him 
in the witness box as a Court witness and he has been exa- 
mined as such (C.W. 1). Ho is a Co-operative Supervisor 
at Sitamarhi and while admitting that ho had worked in 
this election as the first polling officer at this Jogbana Lower 
Primary School with Baldeo Prasad Sahu as his Presiding 
Officer and Indal Singh (P.W. 45) as the second polling 
officer he has stoutly refuted tho taking place of any inci- 
dent of the above nature or otherwise resulting in distur- 
bance of the poll. As he has asserted, the entire entries 
in the Presiding Officer’s diary (Ext. G) as made per pen 
of Indal Singh (P.W. 45) and bearing his (C.W. 1) signa- 
ture as also those of Indal Singh and Baldeo Sahu are wholly 
correct and represent Ihe correct state of affairs of the 
polling at this booth. According to him, tho polling at 
this boolh was throughout peaceful and there was 
no disturbance of the poll at any lime. He has further said 
that it would be wholly incorrect to say that the Presiding 
Officer and other polling officers were made to fill up this 
diary at 2.30 P.M. and not after 4.30 P.M. when the poll 
was over. He has emphatically denied tho above story as 
given out by P.W. 45 Indal Singh that the polling at this 
boolh was peaceful til) about 12.30 P.M. and thereafter it was 
disturbed in that the polling agents Fulo Rai and Jagdish 
Rai brought 50-60 persons which included Dr. Devondra 
Nath and they all drove away the voters who were standing 
in the queue at lhat time to east their votes and then 
they called upon the Presiding Officer to make over the 
ihe ballot papers to him to which he (C.W. 1) protested 
saying that he was going to inform the Subdivisions! Magis- 
trate about it when under the orders of Dr, Devendra Nath 
Jagdish Rai cought hold of him joined by some others which 
involved them into Ghicha-Rhichi in which his (C.W. 1) 
shirt and pant were torn seeing which Jndal Singh wanted 
to help him but be was threatened by Fulo Rai and then 
the Presiding Officer began to weep and advised them to allow 
those people to do as they liked whereupon he (C.W. 1) was 
released by (hem and Fulo Rai stamped them and Jagdish 
Rai consigned them to the ballot box and as asked by them 
they put tick marks in the electoral rolls in respect of those 
votes and after having polled those ballots they compelled 
them (polling party) to fill up and sign the Presiding Officer’s 
diary which they did at about 2.30 P.M. and the ballot box 
was sealed at about 4 P.M. While making this denial be 
has asserted that there was never any such incident at this 
booth at any time of the poll which was all through peace- 
ful, disturbancclcss and that during the whole polling his 
(C.W. 1) body was never touched by any outsider or any 
polling agent and (here was never any occasion for his 
pant and shirt being lorn. His cross-examination by the 
petitioner has been quite detailed. He has also been cross- 
examined by the respondent. There is, however, nothing 
therein on the basis of which the varaeity of his these 
denials and averments can be doubted, He is a Govern- 
ment servant (Co-operative Supervisor) and there is noth- 
ing in his evidence (o show that ho suffered from any bias 
for or against any of tho two sides. In such a circum- 
stance, his testimony, as given, has to he accepted as truth- 
ful. 

127. The Deputy Superintendent of Police (P.W. 37) has 
stated about his presence along with the Sub-divisional magis- 
trate at his Jogbana booth on tho poll day at 11.30 A.M. 
C.W. 1 (Amir Hassan) has also said that at about 12 noon 
(hat day (1-3-197D when the polling was going on at this 
boolh the Deputy Superintendent of Police accompanied with 
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the Subdivisional Magistrate had come to it on a tecp 
with gome force. This shows that these officials with some 
force were there at about noon that day. As he (P.W. 37) 
has stated, on that day both he and the Subdivisional Magis- 
trate during their such touring of the areas always used 
to contact the Election Control Room at Sitamarhi (Dumra) 
and collect khurint report front the Control Room during 
which the latter used to inform them everything and then 
he used to move ahead. In the control room register entry 
(Ext. C/1) per pen of the Control Room Magistrate in- 
charge (P,W. 40) dated 1-3-1971 at 3.26 P.M. it has stated 
that the Deputy Superintendent of Police and Subdivisional 
Officer report to C.R. that situation everywhere is all peace- 
ful! so far and he (P.W. 40) ordered the kharlat report on 
that line to be sent to the district headquarters. All these 
facts also tend to disprove the allegation of disturbance 
of poll of the above manner at this bqpth at about noon or 
or thereafter that day. 

128. On behalf of the respondent not only the respondent 
(RAV. 47) has denied the truth of the petitioner's alle- 
gations in this regard but they have also been emphatically 
denied by respondent’s polling agent R,W. 23 voters R.Ws. 
26 and 32, above Ram Bahadur Singh R.W. 3 1 and Dr. 
Bevcndra Nath R.W. 44. They tR.Ws. 31 and 44) have 
emphatically denied their having come to booth in that way 
and then got the poll disturbed by collecting men and sub- 
sequently indulging in the above alleged acts like the 
assault on the first polling officer, forcible seizure of ballot 
papers from the Presiding Officer, clc. The two voters 
(R.Ws. 26 and 32) assert to have gone to the booth and cast 
their votes at about that time without any interference from 
any quarter. They have also denied the taking place of 
such incident. So also, has been done by respondent’s 
polling agent R.W. 23. Besides them the respondent has 
also brought the third polling officer (R.W. 40) of this booth 
who has also made an unequivocal denial of any such in- 
cident during the poll asserting that it was all through peace- 
ful. The cross-examination of these witnesses has not 
brought to light anything substantial on whose basis their 
testimony in these regards can be taken as an attempt to 
suppress the truth. 

L29, On u consideration of these facts and circumstances, 
T have no hesitation to hold that the poll at this booth 
was peaceful and regular and the petitioner’s case about it 
being disturbed in the alleged manner is not worthy of trust 
and lias got to be rejected. 

Re; Makunahin Lower Primary School booth in Sursand 
Assembly constituency. 

130. The petitioner’s case regarding this booth is stated in 
paragraph 17 of the election petition. His allegations are 
that after creating rowdyism at the Sutihara Central School 
booth within this Assembly constituency those very men of 
the respondent boarded on jeep No. BRF 6809 and bus No. 
BRF 4588 proceeded to disturb the poll at this Makunahia 
Lower Primary School booth. The Police Subinspector with 
the patrolling party who were following the bus succeeded 
in overtaking it near it (Makunahia booth). They seized the 
bus alongwilh the lathials on it and took them into custody 
When they were in custody of the police the respondent made 
every attempt to get them released and for this he ap- 
proached the Subdivisional Officer and Deputy Superinten- 
dent of Police as also the District Magistrate but could not 
succeed in his attempt. They have, however, been very 
recently released on bail by the Subdivisional Magistrate, 
Sitamarhi. It is also asserted that full facts of these inci- 
dents were mentioned in the two concerned station diary en- 
tries of that day (1-3-1971) of Sursand police station, 

131. While denying the above allegations of the 
petitioner in paragraph I I of his written statement the res- 
pondent has averred that the above bus No. 4588 had been 
illegally seized and the persons on it were illegally and 
wrongfully arrested by the Inspector of Police of Sursand 
Circle, R. K, Knar, who is distantly related and closely 
associated to the defeated candidate Thakur Yugal JKishore 
Singh. He had got this seizure and arrest done under 
section 151, Criminal Procedure Code, to please and help 
Thakur Yugal Lisbon.* Singh because at dial lime the 
udminisli alion ot lire State was in ihe hands of the Socialist 
Party to which lie (Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh) belonged. 
It is false to say that the respondent had approached The 
above authorities to secure (he release of those arrested 


persons, Since there was no case at all against them the 
respondent has learnt that those proceedings were automa- 
tically dropped and the arrested persons were released. 

132. As the petitioner (P. W. 47) has stated (paragraph 13), 
about 10 to 12 days after this poll he was informed by 
.lamuna Prasad Mishra about the arrival of Sitaram Babu, 
respondent’s election agent, on a jeep at about 2.30 p.m. 
along with certain others on bus No, BRF 4588 and asking 
the Presiding Officer inside the booth to hand over them the 
ballot papers to which he (lamuna Prasad Mishra) protested 
and the Presiding Officer refused to comply and the latter 
also sent a report to the Sursand Police station on which 
the patrolling party arrived at the booth but as they had 
left this booth before their arrival they (patrolling party) 
chased and seized the bus along with its armed occupants 
near Makunahia polling booth. This Jamunu Prusad Mishra 
has been examined as P.W. 21. In his evidence he (Jamuna 
Prasad Mishra) has spoken only about the alleged distur- 
bance in that manner at Sutihara Central School polling 
station where he (P.W. 21) asserts to have cast his vote and 
to be working as the polling agent of Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh. He (P.W. 21) does not seem to have spoken any- 
thing about that bus and jeep having been chased and caught 
near Makunahia polling station nor he has spoken anything 
about his (P.W. 21) having ever informed the petitioner on 
that line. 

133. P.W. 3 (Raheshvvar Tiwari) who was working for 

Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh at this Makunahia booth at 
the time of this poll has simply said that on that day 
when he was sitting outside the polling booth issuing slips 
to voters on behalf of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh at 
about 3 p.m. he noticed that a bus arrived there from the 
north side and stopped on the road near the polling booth 
and some 10 latldals got down from the bus und some were 
still sitting in the bus but at that very time a jeep arrived 
from north side along with some armed constables and the 
Subinspector of Police who commanded the lathials to stop; 
at that very time the truck also arrived front south carrying 
the patrolling party; the Subinspector interrogated the 

lathials as to bow they hud arrived on which they replied 
that they had come there to see the voting and on their 

inability to produce the permit of the bus the constable 

noted its Dumber and then the Subinspector tilong with the 
constables sat on it and got it driven with those lathials 

towards north. There is nothing in his evidence to show 
that the occupants of the bus created any disturbance or 
obstructed in any way the voters from casting their votes 
at this booth. Similarly, the petitioner’s other witness on 
this point, namely, P.W. 4 (Bhikhari Thakur) has not given 
out anything in his evidence to show any disturbance or 
obstruction at the hands of those alleged lathials. According 
to him (P.W. 4), on the poll day he came to the booth at 
about 1.30 p.m. and cast his vote; at thnL very time he 
heard a hulla and saw the arrival of a jeep on the road 
from north along with a truck (he has subsequently des- 
cribed it as bus); some It) to 12 lathials got down from the 

bus and some were still in it and at that very time the 

Subinspeetor arrived there with his party in a jeep and 

detained (he bus with those lathials when he (P.W. 4) (eft 
that place. In the election petition also there is no allega- 
tion of any undue influence (ike forcible voting after driving 
away the voters in the booth. 

134. The report (Ext. 19) dated 3rd March, 1971 is also 

of no consequence to the petitioner to show any commission 
of corrupt practice by respondent or his men with his 

consent at this booth. It is u report by the Subinspector 
Chandra Kumar Jbn who has reported for action under 
section 107, Criminal Procedure Code, against the persons 
named [herein alleging that hoarding a bus with arms they 
created hancanni at Sutihara polling station and then pro- 
ceeded at ibis Makunahia polling slaiion where they were 
arrested and that conduct of theirs had created panic with 
the society and there was likelihood of breach of the pence 
and disturbance to public tranquility which necessitated 
their binding down under section 107. This Subinspector 
has not been examined in Court. The petitioner had first 
cited him us a witness in his list but subsequently dropped 
him without giving any good reason. Accordingly, his latter 
prayer to summon him lo depose was rejected because he 
did null furnish any convincing reason in justification of 
this change of mind about him. Moreover, there is nothing 
in this report which cun be construed as their having actual- 
ly disturbed the poll at any of Ibese two booths Sutihara 
and Makunahia. Ext. 19/a is a letter dated 1st March 



596 


THE GAZETTEJOF INDIA : FEBRUARY 17, 1973/MAGHA 28, 1894 


[Part II— 


1 97 1 to the Subdivisional Officer, Sitamarhi by J. Ram 
(Block Development Officer, Sursand) who was Magistrate 
incharge of Striking Force at Sursand police station (not 
examined). In this the Magistrate had reported that on 
his getting information at about 2.45 p.m. that day that 
some latbials arriving on a bus had created haugama at 
Sutihara Central School booth and proceeded towards 
Radhour village for doing something on that booth, he 
uiorig with the Offieer-in-charge of Sursand police station 
rushed there with striking force towards Radhour and in 
that persuit reached Makunahia village booth where the 
occupants of the bus (21 in number including the driver) 
were about to get down but at that very moment ho and 
his party reached the place and asked them about their 
identity and motive for the movement on w'hich they told 
him that they were looking after the polling from booth to 
booth by the way upon which they seized the bus No BRF 
4588 along with them and their arms and brought to the 
thana where they were all put in hajat. In the second 
paragraph of this letter it was stated that that action of 
tncirs had brought quietness in the area and on the whole 
the election in the area remained peaceful. The fact of 
those bus occupants having failed to disturb the polling in 
any way at those booths is also corroborated by trie report 
(Ext. E) dated 2nd March. 1971 sent bv the District Magis- 
trate, Muzaffarpur (P.W. 43) to the Election Commission at 
Delhi with reference to an immediate telegram dated 1st 
March, 1971 of the Commission. In this letter the District 
Magistrate clearly stated tnut no report had been received 
by him from the Subdivisional Magistrate or the Subdivi- 
slonal Police Officer, Sitamarhi nor from the District Deve- 
lopment Officer, who was in superior charge of the election 
in Sitamarni Subdivision, regarding any incident or/and the 
situation described “capturing of booth’’ in Sitamarhi parlia- 
mentary constituency during the poll on 1st March, 1971. 
As it was further stated, both he (District Magistrate) and 
the Additional Superintendent of Police were at Sitamarhi 
for three hours from 3,30 p.m. to 6.30 p.m. by which time 
the Subdivisional Magistrate, the Subdivisional Police Officer 
and tho Distfiet Development Officer had returned after 
making intensive touring of the areas from different direc- 
tions covering as many polling stations as could be possible 
and none of them reported any incident ol the kind alleged 
by Shri Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh, and in fact, till the 
night of 2-3-1971 no further report from Shri Smgh had 
reached him. In paragraph 2 of this letter the District 
Magistrate had mentioned about tho seizure of two buses 
along with several armed persons in Sitamarhi town and 
Sursand police station in the aftor-noon of 1st March, 1971 
and as it had been reported, those persons had been engaged 
by Nagendra Prasad Yadav (respondent) for causing distur- 
bance in the election. While reciting this fact he (District 
Magistrate), however, stated in this very paragraph that 
fortunately tho seizure of the buses and arrest of the persons 
before they could do anything amply demonstrated the alert- 
ness and firmness of the local administration in dealing with 
the rowdy elements and completely demoralised the goonda 
elements who could not interfere with fair and free poll in 
Sitamarhi parliamentary constituency. 

135. On behalf of the petitioner my attention has been 
drawn to certain statements of the District Magistrate (P.W. 
43) as made in paragraph 7 of his evidence. While admitt- 
ing Ext. 13 a certiiicd copy of the letter which he had 
addressed to the Election Commission on 2nd March, 1971 
regarding the seizure of the two buses Nos- BRF 4588 and 
BRF 5588 e long with their occupants he (P.W. 43) has 
stated that on that very day, i.c„ 1st March, 1971 at about 
■ 0,30 P.M. Nagendra Prasad Yadav had on telephone 
requested him (P.W. 43) to release the two buses and the 
persons arrested saying that they were his workers and had 
tome to assist him in the election and that since the Govern- 
ment had failed to discharge the obligation of making ade- 
quate arrangement at several places during the poll to 
guarantee the safety of the people it was incumbent upon 
him (Nagendra Prasad Yadav) to make arrangement for the 
safety of the persons for himself and this was the reason 
why those persons on the buses were carrying latbials and 
other weapons. As he (P.W. 43) has further said, in course 
of this telephonic conversation Nagendra Prasad Yadav had 
also complained to him about the attack on him and his 
men with fire arms by the other side. The respondent (R.W. 
47) has, however, denied to have described those men in 
the way to the District Magistrate in course of that tele- 
phonic conversation. Without trying to find out the nature 
of actual talks between them on that occasion in this 
regard, even if he had admitted so to the District Magistrate 


on the telephone in his attempt to secure their release along 
with tho buses that could not harm his election because, as 
already observed with reference to the relevant documents 
and witnesses, .they (men in the buses) had not in any way 
interfered with the poll which was by and large free and 
fair at this polling station because before they could do 
any mischief, which they might or might not have in their 
mind, they were arrested by the authorities. 

136. On behalf of the respondent (R.W. 47), besides his 
own denial there is also the emphatic denial of these allega- 
tions by his other witnesses RWs. 25 and 28 of whom the 
former was his polling agent at this Makunahia booth on 
the poll day and the other (P.W. 28) was a voter who had 
gone and cast his vote at this booth on that day at about 
2.30 P.M. As he (R.W, 28) has staled that day he had 
reached the booth at about 2.30 P.M. and it took him an 
nour thereafter to actually cast his vote during which he 
was all along at the booth, He has denied tho seizure of 
any bus on that day by the police within the radius of 100 
yards of the booth. Similar is the denial of R.W. 25 regard- 
ing seizure of any bus within 100 yards of the booth. 

137. On a consideration of the above facts it is thus evi- 
dent that the petitioner has not been able to provo commis- 
sion of any corrupt practice within tho meaning of section 
123 of the Act by the respondent or any of this men with 
his consent at this booth (Makunahia Lower Primary School 
booth) during this poll. 

Re : Kumma Middle School booth within Sursand As- 
sembly constituency. 


138. The petitioner’s case regarding this booth is to be 
found in paragraph 15 read with schedule 1 of the election 
petition. His allegation is that as he had learnt a group of 
latbials moving on bus No. BRF 4588 belonging to respon- 
dent’s wife Smt, Vidyawati Devi without proper permit 
reached this booth at about 2 l*M. and got into in when the 
polling was going on. Only a few minutes thereafter the 
respondent’s election agent Sitaram Yadav (R.W. 33) arrived 
there on the jeep No. BRF 6809, Thereafter Sitaram 
Yadav and tho above latbials surrounded the polling 
party and they (latbials) forcibly removed Socialist party 
polling agent Mahadco Singh (P.W. 19) from the booth and 
then they took away the ballot papers from tho Presiding 
Officer and put them into the ballot box after stamping. 
Those latbials also got tho baiiot box sealed in their pre- 
sence. In Schedule I the names of only two of these 
lathials, namely, driver Jainarain Rai and Ram Dheyani 
Rai (serial 8 and 9) have been mentioned. The above 
allegations of the petitioner have been denied in paragraph 
9 of the written statement and they have been characterised 
to be false. 

139. The petitioner’s evidence to substantiate these allega- 
tions consists of his own (P.W. 47) testimony with those of 
P.W, 13 (Surajdeo Singh), P.W. 14 (Mahendra Pratap Singh) 
and above Mahadeo Singh (P.W. 191. Of these witnesses, 
the first (P.W. 13) was the worker of Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh in this election at this booth and the other two (P.Ws. 
14 and 19) were his polling agents at the two booths (Nos- 
43 and 44) situated side by side at this polling station. P. 
Ws. 14 and 19 are also related amongst themselves as nephew 
and uncle. As P.W. 47 (petitioner) has stated (paragraph 
12), 10 or 12 days after the counting of votes Mahadco 
Singh (P.W. 19), who was the polling agent of Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh at this polling booth informed him that on 
tho poll day when voting was going on, bus No. BRF 4588 
came to the booth at about 2 P.M. and at that very time 
jeep No. 6809 also arrived there with respondent's election 
agent Sitaram Babu; occupants of both the vehicles got 
down and went inside tho booth where they caught hold of 
the polling agent Mahadco Singh and tock him out of the 
polling booth; thereafter they all began to make illegal 
voting by forcibly taking away the ballot papers from the 
Presiding Officer and putting them into ballot box after 
stamping. His further statement, is that Mahadco Singh, in 
course of that talk had also informed him (R.W. 47) that 
Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh's polling agent Mahendra Pra- 
tap Singh (P.W. 14) at the other booth of this polling station 
had also been made to leave that booth at that very time 
but he (Mahendra Pratap) subsequently came and tendered 
his vote at about 4 P.M. While stating about the arrival of 
lathials and respondent’s election agent Sitaram Yadav in 


597 


Sec. 3(ii)] THE GAZETTE OF INDTA : FEBRUARY 17, 1973/MAGHA 28, 1884 


the above way in bus and jeep at about 2 P.M. at this 
(P.W. 19) booth No. 44 he has averred that after surrounding 
the booth Silaram Babu ordered that he (P.W. 19) should be 
caught and taken out of the booth on which two of those 
lathials caught hold of him (P.W. 19) and look him to the 
waiting bus where he was detained for about half an hour, 
whereafter the remaining lathials came and got into the bus 
and it drove towards east along with turn (P.W. 19); alter 
the bus had gone for about 10 laggis on the road it was 
stopped and he (P.W. 19) was made to get down from it at 
that point and he (P.W. 19) returned home where he was 
told by inmates of his family that his (P.W. 19) nephew 
Girishnandun Singh had already gone to Sitamarhi to send 
information regarding his (P.W. 19) that removal in the bus. 

140, Tt is noteworthy that though according to the peti- 
doncr (P.W. 47) he had been informed of these alleged inci- 
dents at this polling station by above Mahadco Singh (P.W. 

19) 10 or 12 days after the counting of votes, there is 
nothing in his (P.W. 19) evidence to sav that he had ever 
given him (P.W. 47) any such information. Moreover, 
according to him (P.W. 47) in that information Mahadeo 
Singh (P.W. 19) had told him that after arriving at the 
booth respondent's election agent and his lathials had 
resorted to illegal polling by forcible seizure of the b.allot 
papers from tho Presiding Officer and putting them into the 

ballot box after stamping. There is, however, nothing in his 

(P.W. 19) evidence to allege any such illegal polling at the 

booth on that occasion. His (P.W. 19) above nephew 

Grishnandan Singh has not come forward to say that he 
had on that day gone to Sitamarhi to inform regal ding his 
(P.W. 19) above alleged removal in the bus. There is also 
nothing to show that any such information was sent by the 
Grishnandan Singh or any body else. He (P.W. 19) has 
admitted that he had never made any complaint cither in 
writing or orally to the Presiding Officer or to any other 
authority regarding his having been taken and confined in 
the bus that way. So also, he admits that he had not 
informed Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh in writing about this 
incident even though he had met him 8 or 10 days after 
the poll. There is nothing to show that he had informed 
him even orally about it in that meeting. If there was any 
such incident with him during the poll it is not easy to 
believe that he would not have cared to convey it lo Thakur 
Yugal IKishore Singh particularly when he was not only his 
polling agent but was also working for him in this election. 

141. Mahendra Pratap Singh (P.W. 14), who was the 
polling agent of Socialist Party candidate Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh at the adjoining booth No. 43, which was 
separated from the booth No. 44 by only bamboo enclosures, 
has given out a similar story regarding the arrival of res- 
pondent’s election agent and lathials on bus and jeep at 
about 2 P.M. that day, their entry and surrounding of the 
booth their taking out of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh’s 
polling agent Mahadeo Singh from the booth and then their 
forcible seizure of the ballot papers from the Presiding Officer 
and consigning them into the ballot box after stamping, In 
the end his statement also is that aftet having done all 
these things they went away on that bus and jeep leaving 
behind 5 — 7 of those lathials at the booth. There is nothing 
in his (P.W. 14) statement to allege that after being so taken 
out by those lathials Mahadeo Singh (P.W. 19) was made 
to sit In the bus and thereafter taken in that bus and released 
after some distance as lie (P.W. 19) has. himself pointedly 
alleged in his evidence. He (P.W. 14) has admitted that till 
the day of his evidence in Court (4th April, 1972) he had 
never lodged any complaint, oral or written, to the Presid- 
ing Officer or any other authority regarding these incidents. 
As he has admitted, he had met Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh 
3 or 4 days after this poll as he often meets him and in that 
meeting he had reported to him about the above highhanded 
acts of Sitaram Yadav and his lathials at this polling booth 
but he docs not know if Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh had 
lodged any complaint with any authority regarding them. 
Neither Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh come in court to state 
about it nor anything has been produced to show that he 
(Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh) after having been told as 
above by P.W. 14 had informed any authority about it on 
that day or even subsequently, 

142. According to Ihc petitioner (P.W, 47) he had been 
informed by Mahadeo Singh (P.W. 19) in course of their 
above meeting 10 — 12 days after the counting of votes that 
Mahendra Pratap Singh (P.W, 14) had been made to leave 
that booth at that time. There is nothing in his (P.W. 14) 
evidence to show that he had been made to leave the booth 


at that time, rather he (P.W. 14) admits that he himself had 
left il at about 2.30 P.M. due to linnguma. 

143. The statement of Surajdeo Singh (P.W. 13), who was 
admittedly issuing identity slips to (he voters on behalf of 
Thakur Yugal .Kishore Singh at this booth during the poll, 
las stated in the similar tone regarding these incidents. 
According to him, at about 2 P.M, when the polling was 
going on some 25—30 persons arrived on a bus and after 
getting down from the bus they went to the polling booth 
when a jeep also arrived there carrying Sitaram Yadav; he 
saw two persons, whom he did not recognise, catching hold 
of Mahadeo Singh (P.W. 19) and taking him out of the 
booth where Mahendra Singh (P.W. 14) was also standing; 
Sitaram Yadav then went to the Presiding Officer and taking 
the ballot papers from him put them into the ballot box 
after stamping them. It is thus seen that according to him 
tl is only Sitaram Yadav who had single handed transacted 
this deal, namely, snatching the ballot papers from the 
Presiding Officer and putting them into the ballot box after 
stamping, though, as already observed, according to above 
other witnesses of the petitioner on this point, this was done 
by Sitaram Yadav and other lathials of his. He (P.W. 13) 
has admitted that before his evidence in this Court (3rd 
April, 1972) he had never any occasion lo disclose or state 
any thing about these incidents before tiny authority nor he 
hail ever informed any one either orally or in writing about 
it. Such silence on his part for such a long time cannot be 
easily reconciled if there was any such incident, in view of 
his being an admitted active worker of Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh in this poll. How could lie be expected to have just 
seen these serious illegal acts having been perpetrated against 
his candidate and digest it to himself without disclosing it 
even to his candidate. 

144. It is admitted by him (P.W. 13) that during this poll 
ihere were sufficient security arrangements at these booths. 
His admission further is that when the polling was going the 
patrolling party consisting of a Magistrate and armed con- 
stables were moving in jeep and going round the different 
polling stations including these ones. From the statement 
of R.W. 39 A. N. Anjum, who was the first Polling Officer 
at this booth on the poll day, it appears that at these booths 
in Kumma Middle School during the poll the security arrange- 
ment consisted of some Home Guards besides static forco 
consisting of 5 or 6 rifle police. In the face of such tight 
security arrangement it cannot be easily believed that the 
respondents’ election agent and lathials would have come 
and indulged in highhanded acts of this nature involving 
forcible arrest and confinement of a Socialist Parly’s polling 
agent in their bus and forcible seizure and casting of ballot 
papers in that way and escape scot free without any resis- 
tance by those armed security guard. 

145. On the above analysis the aforesaid evidence as given 
by these petitioner’s witnesses (P.Ws. 13, 14 and 19), who 
were admittedly working in this election- for the success of 
the Socialist Party candidate to substantiate the petitioner’s 
allegation regarding such disturbances of the poll does not 
inspire confidence, and 1 feel wholly hesistunt to toly in 
their truth. 

146. It is significant to find (hat the petitioner in his 
petition dated 8th November, 1971 included the concerned 
j’residing Officers of these two booths in his list of witnesses 
(items 104 and 105) but subsequently dropped them from his 
list dated 8th December, 1971 without any valid reasons. 
The respondent has, however, brought into the witness box 
A. N. Anjum (il.W, 39) who had worked as the first polling 
officer on the eastern of these adjoining booths. He is in 
service of the Government since 1965. He has given out that 
on the poll day he was all along on the booth during the 
poll hours from 7.30 A.M. lo 4.30 P.M, and all through 
the poll was peaceful and there was never any disturbance of 
the nature alleged by the petitioner. As il appears from his 
evidence these two booths were separated by a distance of 
about 10 feet and were located within bamboo enclosures 
tied in rope and that the western booth was fully visible 
from his eastern booth. He has been cross-examined at 
sufficient length by the other side, but nothing appears to 
have come out on whose strength his above testimony can 
be suspected as unworthy of credit. As already observed, 
he is a Government servant and there is nothing to connect 
him with the other side A strange suggestion, which he. has 
denied, had been made to him for the petitioner that he 
has tome to depose falsely for the respondent under the 
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influence of Ramnandan Rai and Rajnant'un Rai who were 
working for him (respondent) in this election and to whom 
he (R.W. 39) is related. His (R.W. 39) alleged relationship 
with them (Ramnandan Rui and Rajnandpn Rai) is on the 
lace of it not at all believable. 

147. Besides the evidence of the above Polling Officer 
(R.W. 39) there is also the testimony of respondent’s other 
witnesses like R.Ws. 10, 12, 30, 33 besides his own (R.W. 47) 
testifying to the poll being peaceful throughout at these 
booths. Of these. R VV. 33 (Sitaram Yadav) was respondent's 
election agent and R.W. 30 (Jogendra Rat) was his polling 
agent (his polling agent form is Rut. A/16). R.Ws. 10 and 
12 (Yusuf Khan and Md, Dand) were the two voters who 
assert to have cast their votes at these boolhs on (hat day at 
about 2.30 P.M. without any hindrance. They have also 
denied the disturbance of the poll in the manner allegod 
by the petitioner. There is nothing in their (R.Ws. 10 and 
12) cross-examination to discredit their such sworn denials. 
According to R.W. 30, ho had in the first instance worked 
as the polling agent of the respondent from 7 A.M. to 12 
noon when he went out to take his meal leaving Basir Khan 
of his village as a substitute, but he returned to the booth 
again afler half an hour and continued sitting outside the 
booth till the end of the poll. Such a stay on his part was 
not improbable. Basir’s polling agency is shown by his 
Dolling agent form Ext. A/17. After his return to the 
booth after taking meal when he noticed Basir functioning 
as his candidate’s polling agent there was no sense In his 
trying to replace him. Being interested in the poll on behalf 
of the respondent having been appointed his polling agent at 
this booth, his normal reaction might have been to stay 
there outside the booth and watch the poll on behalf of 
the respondent because under rule 32 of the Conduct of 
Election Rules, 1961 the Presiding Officer could not admit 
more than one polling agent of each candidate inside the 
polling station at a time, Respondent's election agent (R.W. 
33) hits stoutly refuted the allegation of his having gone to 
these booths and disturbed the poll in the manner alleged. 
In their (R.Ws. 30 and 33) cross-examination nothing seems 
to have been elicited on whose basis their testmoney relating 
to these denials can be discarded as untrust-worthy. 

148. On a careful consideration of the above tacts and 
circumstances I have no hesitation to hold trial the petitioner’s 
case in this regard has not at all been substantiated and it 
lias got to be disbelieved. It may also be mentioned that on 
the petitioner's case, as it stands on the allegation made in 
paragraph 15 of the election petition, the only provisions of 
section 100 of the Act which could be attracted are those 
in clause (d) (iii) or (iv) because there is no such allegation 
that the respondent's election agent alongwith his lathials 
had driven away any voter who was waiting in the queue 
to cast his vote. The simple allegation is that they had all 
got into Ihe booth and after taking the ballot papers from 
the Presiding Officer stamped and put them into the ballot 
box. In the face of it for getting the respondents’ election 
invalidated for this reason the petitioner has to establish 
that the result of the election had been materially affected. 
The petitioner, on the evidence on record, has, however 
failed to prove it, 

Re : Sutihara Central School booth within Sursttnd Assembly 
constituency. 

149. The petitioner’s case regarding this booth is contained 
in paragraphs 16 and 17 read with schedules I and lV of 
tnc election petition. As his allegation is, at about 2.30 P.M. 
on the poll day respondents’ election agent Sitaram Yadav 
came to this booth on jeep no. BRP' 6809 followed by a 
group of lathiah in drunken state on bus No. BRF 4588; 
they threatened (he voters and polling agents of Socialist 
Party candidate and asked them to leave the polling station, 
the voters left the plucc out of fear whereafter those lathials 
asked the Presiding Officer to allow them to cast votes of 
those voters but he (Presiding Officer) refused to do so 
whereupon under the orders of Sitaram Yadav they (lathials) 
assaulted him (Presiding Officer) as also the Socialist Party 
polling agent Januina Prasad Mishra (P.W. 21); afler these 
assaults the Presiding Officer informed the Circle Inspector 
of Police. Sursand about these incidents, on being so informed 
the Sub-Inspector of Police, Sursand alongwith patrolling 
party came and followed the bus (no, BRF 4588) and over- 
took it near Mukunahia polling booth and caught hold of 
it with occupants and took them into custody; thereafter the 


[Part II — 


respondent made every attempt to get them released by 
approaching the authorities like the District Magistrate, 
Snbdivislonal Magistrate etc. but could not succeed; full 
facts of these incidents are mentioned in the concerned 
station diary entries of 1st March, 1971, In schedule 1 Ihe 
petitioner has named 14 persons as such lathials and in 
schedule IV he has mentioned the Presiding Officer of this 
Sutihara polling booth as the person against whom such 
corrupt practice was committed by the respondent and his 
men. 

150. Respondents’ denials of the above allegations have 
been specifically set out in paragraphs 10 and 11 of his 
written statement, He has characterised these allegations to 
be absolutely false and after-thought. According to him. 
since there was never any such disturbance of tho poll 
there could be no question of any assault on the Presiding 
Officer or any one else. Further, the Inspector of Police 
of Sursand police station R. R, Kuar is a distant relation of 
the Socialist party candidate Thakur Yugal Kishoro Singh 
who has got this election case tiled through his man (peti- 
lioner) after his defeat, and it is this Thakur Yugnl [Kishore 
Singh who by bringing the Circle Inspector in collusion had 
got some cireumstancial documents created to use them in 
nc election ease of his contemplation consequent upon his 
defeat. This Inspector hud illegally got that bus seized with 
the persons sitting on it to help Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh 
even though those persons on the bus were all innocent. 
As the respondent has learnt all those persons were subse- 
quently released and the proceedings in that connection had 
to be automatically dropped. The allegations as made in 
those station diary entries were all false and fabricated. 

151. Petitioner’s witnesses besides himself (P.W. 47) arc 
P.W.S. 9 (Rujcndra Choudhury), 10 (Ishwar Narain Rai), 
11 (Ram Chandra Mishra), 12 (Rajeshwar Sharma), 21 
Oamuna Prasad Mishra), 38 (Achyutur.und Prasad) and 46 
(Radha Raman Kuar). Of these witnesses, P.Ws. 9, 10, 
11 and 12 were the workers of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh 
and Indal Singh (another defeated candidate) in this election. 
P.W. 21 was Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh’s polling agent 
(vide Ext. 4/a), P.W. 38 was the Presiding Officer at this 
booth and P.W. 46 is the above police Inspector Radha 
Raman Kuar. 

152. The Petitioner’s statement on this point is given in 
paragraph 13 of his evidence. According to it, he wus 
informed by Jarnuna Prasad Mishra (P.W. 21) about 10 — 12 
days after Ihe poll that at about 2.30 P.M. when the poll 
was on Sitaram Bubu and his lathials after arriving at the 
booth on a jeep and bus went inside the booth and drove 
away the voters who were then waiting to cast their votes 
and called upon the Presiding Officer to part with ballot 
papers which he refused to do and reported the matter to 
the Sursand Police Station upon which the patrolling party 
arrived at the booth and chased that bus and jeep which 
had already gone towards Radhour and overtook the bus 
at Makunuhia polling booth and arrested it along with several 
lathials silling on it which was followed by the respondent’s 
unsuccessful efforts to get them released through the autho- 
rities This statement nowhere mentions about the alleged 
assault at the hands of Sitaram Balm’s parly on him (P.W, 
21) and the Presiding Officer. If he (P.W. 21) had actually 
carried such information to him (P.W 47) it is hardly 
believable that he (P.W. 21) would have failed to mention 
about those assaults which were no less important than the 
other details of the incident. 

153. The above statement of the petitioner (P.W, 47) about 
ns having been informed of this poll incident by Jarnuna 
Prasad Mishra (P.W, 21) stands wholly falsified by his 
(P.W. 21) admission in his cross-examination (paragraph 19) 
ibat he had never disclosed these facts to either Hmisu 
Hugh (petitioner) or Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh because 
he did not think it necessary to do so. His admission further 
is that till the day of his evidence in Court (6th April, 1972) 
he had never met either Hansu Singh or Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh after this poll and so he could not disclose 
to them about this matter nor he ever felt any necessity 
to do. 

154. It is significant to find that though he (P.W. 21) 
asserts to have complained about it to the patrolling party 
on theli arrival at the booth that day when they (patrolling 
party) enquired from him about it, but none of that party 
has been brought to Court by the petitioner to corroborate 
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it, He (P.W. 21) has averred that he had tried to present 
a written complaint to the Presiding Officer regarding this 
incident including the assault on hint but he (Presiding 
Officer) did not accept that complaint from him saying that 
lie hud himself informed the authorities about it, upon which 
he (P.W. 21) did not try to send any complaint to any other 
authority. There is, however, nothing in the statement of 
the Presiding Officer (P.W. 38) to corroborate him (P.W. 21) 
on this point. Achyutunand Prasad (P.W. 38), Sectional 
Officer, Tubewcll Subdivision, Riga who had worked as the 
Presiding Officer during the poll at this polling station, has 
stated that at this booth the polling was peaceful. His 
statement further is that about 2 P.M. that day when the 
polling was going on several people came near the polling 
booth and began to make hulftt and there was bhagdar and 
that those persons on coming there wanted to disturb the 
poll but he protested and did not allow the poll to be 
disturbed and it continued peacefully. He has also stated 
that when those persons arrived at the booth at 2 P.M 
he sent a letter, addressed to the Civil Subdivisional Officer, 
io the Sursand police station about thme miles from the 
booth through the village chaukidar who then posted at 
(he booth and at the sight of that letter those persons left 
the booth and the poll was not disturbed and it continued 
as usual, His statement also is that between 3-4 P.M, 
petrolling party Magistrate came lo his booth with his 
atolling party on a jeep but before that those persons had 
ed away and the polling at the booth continued as usual 
peacefully and there was no disturbance in the poll. Ext. 

.1 is his (P.W. 38) Presiding Officer’s diary regarding this 
poll. As he (P.W. 38) has said, he did not find it necessary 
to mention about the above incident relating to the arrival of 
persons near the polling booth etc. in this diary because 
the polling at bis booth continued peacefully and there was 
no disturbance there. As he (P.W. 38) has given out, this 
Presiding Officer’s diary (Ext. 3) had also been signed by 
the first and second polling officers of this booth. To explain 
the difference — cross murks in this diary he (P.W, 38) has 
said that by them he meant that there was no incident of 
the kinds mentioned therein. In this diary there is cross 
mark against the relevant columns relating to any disturbance, 
like terrorising the voters, riot etc. It is to be noted that 
against this witness (P.W. 38) the petitioner has not alleged 
anything nor has declared him hostile. Reading his (P.W. 
38) evidence as a whole it is manifest that the poll at this 
tooth from beginning to end was peaceful and there was 
never any incident of the kind alleged by the petitioner. 
The arrival of several people near the polling booth and 
their marking India and consequential bhagdar as stated by 
him (P.W. 38) cannot be taken as suppcitivc of petitioner's 
allegations as made in this regard. As he (P.W. 38) has 
himself clarified those persons coming so wanted to disturb 

rhe poll but he protested and did not allow the poll to be 

disturbed which continued pcacefnll. There is nothin* in 
it to show that those persons had actually entered inside 
the polling booth and created hangama. In fact, as he 
has said, they had simply come near the polling booth. 
It is noticed that his (P.W. 38) evidence does not contain 
anything to suggest that those persons had ever come inside 
ihe booth and tried to disturb the poll in that manner. 
It is also significant to find that nowhere in his (P.W. 38) 
c-idence he has spoken about any assault on him or on the 

Socialist party’s polling agent at any tii.x of this poll from 

any quarters. In fact, no such question had been directed 
to him (P.W. 38) in his cxamination-in-elucf and, as already 
pointed out, he has spoken about the poll having been com- 
p'eted peacefully that day without any interference. 


155. The evidence of the Police Inspector Radha Raman 
Ruar (P.W. 46) also does not uppear to prove tho petitioner’s 
allegation regarding such poll disturbances. According to 
him (P.W. 46) when he was on emergency poll duty at 
Sursand police station on 1st March, 10)1 at 2,45 P.M. he 
received report through chaukidar Siddique Kuwari from this 
Sutihara polling Btation and on that basis he made the 
station diary entry (Ext. 18) and also informed the Sub- 
divisions! Magistrate on telephone about it and then left 
Ar the booth on a police truck where he reached in about 
15 — 20 minutes and on reaching there he found that tho 
polling was going on peacefully and everything was peaceful 
except that the people were panicky whom he assured not 
to be panicky and proceed with the poll. His further state- 
ment is that at that place on enquiry he was told that some 
lathfat.s had arived on a bus and a jeep at the booth and 
Wanted to create some disturbance and those persons had 
fled away towards Makunahia side on each. He has also 


said that when he was at this booth the Presiding Officer 
told him that when he (Presiding Officer) had sent the 
chaukidar to inform the Sursand police station about that 
matter those persons fled away towards east and after wait- 
ing there for about half an hour he (P.W. 46) left the booth 
and returned to the police station via R'.imma polling booth 
which was also apprehended to be troublesome booth and 
on reaching the thana which must have been after 5 P.M. 
that day by which time the polling in that area had passed 
off peacefully he noticed the bus no. I>PF 4588 having al- 
ready been brought in the thana after seizure by the Sub- 
Inspector C. K. Iha and Sursand Block Development Officer 
J. N. Ram who was the Magistrate ineharge on that day 
at this Sursand Police station. He furthe - found 20 persons 
in the thana hajat besides several seized lathis etc. and, us 
he had learnt, they had all been uncsied under section 151 
of ihe Code of Criminal Procedure and wcic being forwarded 
to the Subdivisional Magistrate. He (P.W. 46) has also 
proved the report of the above Sub-Inspector (Ext. 19) dated 
3rd March 1971 which he had submitted against those per- 
sons under section 107, Criminal Procedure Code, in accor- 
dance with the practice in a case of such seizure and arrest. 
Ext. 19/a is a report dated 1st March, '971 of the above 
Block Development Officer J. N. Ram as proved by him 
(P.W. 46). The respondent has urged that if the petitioner 
wanted to make full use of these documents (Exts. 19 and 
19 /a) he should have got their authors (the above Subins- 
pector and Block Development Officer) examined, but has 
not done so without assigning any g'val reason for this 
omission. Moreover, as they (Exts. 19 and 19 /a) stand, 
they do not contain anything which may be taker, as sup- 
porting the petitioner’s allegation about their having gone 
hiside the booth and driven away the voters and made assault 
on the Presiding Officer and the Socialist Party’s polling 
agent etc. As the Block Development Officer in Ext. 19/a 
has stated, on receiving information at about 2.45 P.M. 
that day regarding the arrival of some latliiali at this Suti- 
N.ia Central School booth he along with the Offlccr-inchargc 
of the Sursand police station rushed there with armed force 
and chased thaL bus on learning that it was proceeding to- 
wards Raghour and on reaching Makunahia booth they 
noticed that the bus was there and its occupants were about 
to get down when they reached and seized and brought it 
with its occupants to the police station and where they were 
put in hajat. Tt was also reported in it that all these actions 
had brought quietness in the area and on the whole the 
election in the area was peaceful. 

156. That there was no disturbance during the poll in the 
manner alleged by the petitioner is also borne out by the 
District Magistrate’s report (Ext. E) and the Election Cont- 
rol Room entry (Ext C/1 ). In Ext. E dated 2nd March, 
1971 sent to the Election Commission in reply to Its telegra- 
phic query on the allegation lodged with it by the Socialist 
party candidate Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh regarding cap- 
turing of booth, the District Magistrate (Piw. 43), after ex- 
plaining the circumstances regarding the seisure of the bus 
loaded with men said to be of the respondent, reported that 
due to timely seizure of the buses and arrest of the persons 
thereon before they could do any mischief there was no in- 
tcrcfcrence in the fair and peaceful poll of this Parliamentary 
constituency. Ext, C/1 is dated 1st March, 1971 at 
2.45 P.M. 11s author B. N, Sahay (P.W. 40), who was the 
Magistrate ineharge of the Election Control Room at Sita- 
marhi, had ordered sending Khairiat report to the District 
Control Room at Muzaffarpur on the report of the S.D.O. 
and the D.S.P, that the situation everywhere was all peace- 
ful so far. 

157. So far as the evidence of other witnesses namely, 
W.Ws. 9, 10, 11 and 12 is concerned it is difficult to accept 
them free from suspicion in view of their being interested 
in either of the two defeated candidates Thakur Yugal Ki- 
shore Singh and Indal Singh, P.W. 10 has admitted that in 
this Parliamentary election he was helping Indal Singh and 
that at this booth identity slips to voters on his (Indal Singh) 
behalf were issued by Rajeshwar Sharma (P.W. 12), which 
fact has also been admitted by him (P.W. 12). According 
to P.W. 9 (paragraph 8) this "Rajeshwar Sharma along with 
others were working for Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh at 
this booth on the election day. About P.W. 11 (Ram- 
chandra Mishra) his co-villager Raj Kumar Sah (R.W. 22) 
has solemnly affirmed that he (P.W. 11) was working for 
Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh in this election in their village 
whose correctness has not been falsified by any tangible 
material on record. The admitted fact that above Rajesh- 
wnr Sharma was a common worker of both Thakur Yugal 
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Kishore Singh and Indal Singh in this election, according 
to the respondent, would show (hat these two candidates 
were not really opposed to each other as two adversaries 
and that is why the petitioner, who is a creature of Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh, has been able to get hold of these 
witnesses of Indal Sh, pit's camp to support his false ease in 
this regard. 

158. According to P,\V. 10 (Ishwar Narain Rai) respon- 
dent’s election agent Situram Babu arriving at the booth on 
a jeep along with lathials on the bus rushed inside the poll- 
ing booth and drove away the voters numbering about 50- 
60 who were then standing in the queue for casting their 
votes. 11 is, however, significant that none of those voters 
has come forward to say that he wus at that time in the 
queue and he and other like him were driven out in that 
way by Lhe men of the respondent, In fact, schedule II of 
the election petition, which purports to give the details of 
the voters who were restrained from voting by the respon- 
dent and his men at various polling stations in this election 
there is no mention of any name in respect of this Sutihara 
Central School booth. Among the booths as mentioned in 
this schedule this Sutihara Booth does not find mention 
at all. Though the above four petitioner's witnesses (P.Ws. 
9, 10, 11 and 12) claim to be voters at this booth but they 
all admit to have cast their votes without any hindrance 
at the booth on that day, alleging such disturbance from the 
side of the respondent alter they had finished their voting. 

159. A perusal of their (P.Ws. 9, 10, 11 and 12) evidenco 
also brings to light certain contradictions of noticeable nature 
in the manner of those incidents. Though P.W. 9 does not 
whisper anything about the driving of voters from inside 
the booth by Sitaram Yadav and his lathials, P.W. 10 (Ishwar 
Narain Rai) has asserted that after getting inside the booth 
they first drove out the voters numbering about 50-60 who 
were all then standing in the queue to cast their votes. 
According to P.W. 11 (Ramchandro Mishra), on that occa- 
sion he had seen Sitaram Babu along with 2-4 of his men 
dragging the Presiding Officer by catching hold of his neck 
whereas P.W. 12 (Rajcshwar Sharma) states to have seen 
some men of Sitaram Babu under his orders slapping and 
fisting the Presiding Officer. Such contradictions in respect 
of these important details of the occurrence also add to 
doubts with regard to the truth of their testimony in this 
behalf. 

160. On behalf of the respondent, besides himself (R.W. 
47) he has examined his above election agent Sitaram 
Yadav (R.W. 33) and two others R.Ws. 19 and 22 (Ram 
Lakhnn Mahto and Raj Kumar Sail). R.Ws. 22 and 19 
are the Mukhiya and Up-Mukhiya of the village and were 
also voters hi this booth and had duly exercised their fran- 
chise. They have emphatically denied the taking place of 
any such disturbance at the booth during the entire poll. 
R.W. 33 has also seriously refuted the allegation about him 
regarding his having arrived at the booth along with lathials 
and disturbed the poll in the alleged manner. Though all 
of them have been duly cross-examined but nothing sub- 
stantial appears to have come out on which their sworn 
testimony m this regard can be taken as unworthy of reli- 
ance. 

161. On the above analysis of evidence and circumstances 
iu this connection 1 am unable to place any credence on 
the truth of the petitioner’s allegations as made on this point 
and have no hesitation to hold that they arc not correct 
and have been set up falsely for the purpose of this elec- 
tion petition. 

Re. Ranjitpur Pustakalaya Booth within Sltamarhi 
Assembly constituency. 

162. The petitioner’s case regarding this booth is stated 
in paragraphs 18 and 19 read with tne concerned schedules 
of the election petition, According to him, as he had learnt, 
at about 9.0rt A.M. the respondent’s election agent Sitaram 
Yadav came to this booth by jeep no. BRF 6809 followed 
by the arrival of the other workers and supporters of the 
respondent. Entering into the booth Sitaram Yadav ordered 
for the removal of the Socialist Party two polling agents, 
Adya Knar and Ramanand Sah, whereupon those workers 
and supporters removed them (Adya Kuar and Ramanand 
Sah) and kept them confined in a room for the whole day. 
The voters who were inside the booth were also threatened 
and after they left the booth Sitaram Yadav managed to 


start bogus polling. One Damodar Jha of Sitamarhi sent 
telephonic message to the Magistrate inchargo of the Elec- 
tion Control Room at Sitamarhi regarding this incident on 
which the patrolling party arrived at the booth and stopped 
that highhandedness of Sitaram Yadav. in schedule I the 
name of above Sitaram Yadav along with Nagcndra Yadav 
and Bindcshwari Rai (respondent’s polling agent) nave been 
mentioned as persons who hHd indulged in such acts at this 
booth. In schedule II names of 10 voters (serials 12 to 21) 
have been given alleging their restraint in voting from res- 
pondent’s side. In schedule IV the name of above polling 
agent Ramanand Sah (P.W. 15) has been mentioned as the 
person against whom this corrupt practice had been com- 
mitted from tespondent’s side. 

163. The respondent’s specific denials of these allegations 
of the petitioner are contained in paragraphs 13 and 14 of 
the written statements. He has seriously refuted the cor- 
rectness of these allegations asserting that the polling was 
all through peaceful at this booth us others. Sitaram’s 
arrival followed by others and disturbance of the poll in 
the manner alleged has been emphatically denied. He hHS 
also averred that after making necessary enquiry he had 
learned that there was never any telephonic talk of the alleg- 
ed nature because there was no occasion for it. 

164. To prove his ease in this regard the petitioner, be- 
sides himself (P.W. 47), has examined the above two ad- 
mitted polling agents of the Socialist Party candidate, 
Ramanand Sah and Adya Knar (P.Ws. 15 and 20), Damo- 
dar Jha P.W. 19 and two others P.Ws. 16 and 17 (Ram 
Pukar Kuar and Lakshmi Narayan Knar) both of whom 
are said to have been restrained in the above way from 
easting their vates from respondent’s side. 

165. It Is not disputed that at this polling station there 
were two polling booths adjoining each other. As the peti- 
tioner (P.W. 47) has slated, about 15-20 days after this 
polling Damodar Jha (P.W. 29) met him at Sitamarhi and 
told him that on the poll day when the voting was going on 
at about 9.00 A.M. the men of respondent came and caught 
.‘.old of the polling agents of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh, 
namely, Adya Kuar and Ramanand Sah and removed them 
from the booth and confined them in a room of the house 
of the Mukhiya and that after removing those agents the 
respondent’s election agent SitaiHm Babu along with his 
men went inside the booth and snatched away the ballot 

apers from the Presiding Officer and cast them into the 
allot box after stamping. His (P.W. 47) further statement 
is that at that very time Damodar lha told him that after 
the above a* rest of the polling ugents Adya Kuar's brother 
Vidya Kuar came and informed him (Damodar Jha) about 
tills matter at Sitamarhi) at about 10-11 A.M. on that very 
day whereafter he (Damodar .lha) informed the Election 
Control Room at Sitamarhi on telephone about it. In the 
same breath he (P.W. 47) has further stated that about 
such snatching and casting of votes by those men of the 
respondent he bad also been informed by above Adya Kaur 
and Ramanand Sah 4 or 5 days after his having been in- 
formed of it by Damodar Jha. It may be noted that the 
above Adya Kuar’s brother Vidya Kuar has not come for- 
warded to support that he had actually informed Damodar 
Jha as above about this matter at Sitamaihi that day at 
about 10.00 A.M, or at any time. 

166. Above Damodar Jha in his evidence as P.W. 29 has 
admitted to be a member of the Socialist Party since 1938 
up to this time with a gap of 1966-69 when he has asserted 
to be in the Congress Party. He has also admitted that 
during this Parliamentary poll he was working for Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh in ur ban and rural areas and on the 
poll day he was looking after bis election at different booths 
in Sitamarhi town ns also in the neighbourhood under his 
(Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh's) instructions. As he (P.W. 
29) has giver, out, after casting his vote at his polling sta- 
tion at about 11.00 A.M. he left it on a jeep and when he 
reached near Janki Asthnn, Vidya Kuar brother of Adya 
Kuar of village Ranjitpur waived his hand to his jeep and 
when he stopped it he (Vidya Kuar) introduced himself to 
be the brother of Adya Kuar and told him that in village 
Ranjitpur the men of Nagendrn Prasad Yadav (respondent) 
had arrested and taken away somewhere Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Sing, Vs polling agents Adya Kuar and Ramanand 
Sah alias Nandial Sah and one more whose name also he 
(Vidya Kuar) had told him at that time but he does not 
temember it now, and after being so informed he (P.W, 29) 
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proceeded in that jeep to Sarvodya Press wherefrom oil 
telephone he informed the Election Control Room at Sita- 
niarhi about it. As he (P.W. 29) has further said while 
conveying the message on the telephone he had told them 
what he had heard from Vidya Knar in this matter and after 
having informed them as such on the telephone he proceeded 
on that jeep to Lakshml High School booth in thr town. As 
1 have already pointed out, the above Vidya Knar has not 
come to Court to testify to his having conveyed any such 
information to him (P.W. 29). 

167. Though he (P.W. 29) admits there was a telephone 
in the Janki Asthan where he had been informed as above 
by Vidya Knar but it is not understood as to what made 
him not to get to that telephone and transisl the message 
from it to the Election Control Room instead of going 
ahead for some distance to uso the telephone of the 
Sarvodya Press. As he (P.W. 29) has admitted, besides 
that telephone of Janki Aslhan there where 2 or 3 other 
telephones in between Janki Asthan and Sarvodya Press. 
There is nothing in bis (P.W. 29) evidence on whose basts 
it can be inferred that except this Sarvodya Press telephone 
he had not found any of these earlier phones convenient for 
(his purpose. 

168. The entry Ext 9/g in the Election Control Room 
register has been sought to be used as a corroborative evi- 
dence of the factum of aforesaid alleged telephonic message 
by this witness (P.W. 29) to the Election Control Room 
jegarding this matter. This entry has been admitted to be in 
his pen by the Control Room Magistrate incharge B. N. 
Sahay (P.W. 40). He (P.W. 40) has denied the entry 
marked Y/8 for identification, to which Ext. 9/g relates 
to be in his pen, Reading the two (Ext. 9/g and mark 
Y/8) together there seems no link, between them and the 
above alleged telephonic message of P.W. 29, These entries 
purpbrt to have been made on the information of one 
Kamauand Singh, M.L.A. who alleged use of unfair means 
by Nagcndra Prasad Yadav at the Oriental School booth 
and also about some tension at Ranjitpur and on that in- 
formation he (P.W. 40) had informed the Block Develop- 
ment Officer, Rigga to keep watch over Ranjitpur and Magis- 
trate B. Jha was requested to assess the situation ( vide Ext. 
9/g). 

169. From what has been said above it will appear that 
in the election petition though there is nothing to say that 
the petitioner had been informed about the alleged arrest 
and confinement of the Socialist Party polling agents Adya 
Kuar and Ramanand Sah by Damodar Jha (P.W. 29) but 
in Court he (P.W. 47) has specifically stated so. It is, 
however, curious to find that in his (P.W. 29) evidcnco he 
has not said anything to indicate that he had ever informed 
the petitioner (P.W. 47) about this matter at any time 
after this poll. Similar seems to be the case in this behalf 
in the case of his other two witnesses Adya Kuar and Rama- 
nand Sah (P.Ws. 20 and 15) who havo not given any 
indication of their having passed on any information to him 
(P.W. 47) regarding any part of these alleged disturbance 
though as already noted, in his (P.W. 47) evidence in Court 
he has said that Adya Kuar and Ramanand Sah had also 
informed him about forcible snatching and casting of votes 
by respondent’s men 4 or 5 days after he (P.W. 20) had 
informed him about them. 

170. Coming to the evidence of the two Socialist Party 
polling agents Ramanand Sah and Adya Kuar (P.Ws. 15 
and 20), whose polling agent forms are Exts. 4/a and 4/d, 
they have said that while they were working as polling 
agents of the Socialist Party candidate at these booths at 
about 9.00 A.M. that day the respondent’s election agent 
Sitaram flabu came in a jeep and then respondent’s polling 
agents Nagcndra Rni and Bilash went and talked to him 
and then they caught hold of them (Adya Kuar and Rama- 
nand Sah) and took them to the house of the Mukhiya Ram 
Baran Rai where they remained confined in a room till about 
7 p.m. As he (P.W. 20) has said, while he was being so 
taken to the house of the Mukhiya he met his (P.W. 20) 
brother Vidya Kuar on the way and asked him to go and 
inform about his such arrest. P.W. 15 (Ramanand Sah) 
has said about those persons having threatened the voters 
who were then standing in the queue and their having left 
the booth as a result thereof. P.W. 20 (Adya Kuar) has 
not, however, made any such allegation. Whereas in the 
evidence of P.W- 20 it has been said that after coming so 
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inside the booth they went to the Presiding Officer and asked 
them to allow to cast bogus votes at which he (P.W. 20) 
protested and there was also such protest by Ramanand Sah 
(P.W. 15). But he (P.W. 15) has not said so, 

171. The above Mukhiya Rumbaran Rai has appeared in 
this Court as R.W. 42 and has emphatically denied the above 
allegation of their (P.Ws. 15 and 20) such confinement In 
his house. As he has said he is Mukhiya of this Gram 
Panchayat for the last 8 years and the distanco between his 
house and these booths was about 1 to 1-1/4 bighat inter- 
vened by several houses. Admittedly both of them (P.Ws. 

15 and 20) are his (R.W. 42) co-villagers. In this back- 
ground, it is difficult to believe that his (R.W. 42) house 
would have been selected for their (P.Ws. 15 and 20) con- 
finement for almost the whole of that day, specially when 
there is nothing in his (R.W. 42) evidence to show that he 
was so vitally interested in the election of the respondent 
that he was prepared to go the whole hog with him as not 
to mind his house being used as the venue for such a crime 
unmindful of his own responsible position as Gram Pan- 
chayat Mukhiya of that area. There is nothing to show that 
after their (P.Ws. 15 and 20) release they ever tried to 
inform any authority about those highhanded acts against 
them. So also, there is nothing to show that while they 
were being kept so confined any body else on behalf of 
their candidate tried to bring this fact to the notice of the 
authorities for necessary action. As I have already shown 
the statement of Damodar Jha (P.W. 29) about his having 
informed the Election Control Room about this matter on 
telephone has not been proved beyond doubt. 

172, The evidence of P.W. 15 (Ramanand Sah) about 
his activity after his release from the alleged confinement 
adds to one’s stock of doubt about this matter. In the first 
breath he says that after that release he returned home 
straight without trying to lodge any complaint about it with 
the police or any other authority but he informed Gorakh 
Kumar of his village about it with a request that he should 
inform the police. In his subsequent statement, he has said 
that on that occasion he had simply told Gorakh Kumar as 
to how they had been confined in the room by the respon- 
dent's men without suggesting to him (Gorakh Kumar) that 
he should lodge information about it with the police or with 
any other authority. As he (P.W, 15) has stated he has 
been subsequently told by Gorakh Kumar that the latter 
had informed Damodar Jha at Sitamarbi about it. There 
is, however, not even a whisper in the evidence of Damodar 
Jha (P.W. 29) about his having received any such informa- 
tion from any person like Gorakh Kumar. Moreover this 
Gorakh Kumar has not been put into the witness box to 
throw any light on this point. P.W. 20 (Adya Kumar) has 
admitted that after his release from that confinement he did 
not approach any authority to complain about it nor did he 
ever tell about it to Thakur Yugal Kishoro Singh thereafter 
though he had mot him (Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh) once 
about 30-35 days after this poll. It is difficult to accept 
this averment of his as correct because for a man in his 
position his normal reaction would have been to disclose 
about those highhanded acts of the respondent as soon as 
he happened to meet him (Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh) 
that day which was admittedly their first meeting after this 
poll. As he (P.W. 20) has said, while he was being so 
taken to the house of the Mukhiya he met his brothei Vidya 
Kuar on the way and he told him to inform about bis such 
arrest by those persons. There is nothing in his (P.W. 20) 
evidence to show that he had requested Vidya Kuar to in- 
form the above Damodar Jha about this matter. It is then 
not understood as to how he (Vidya Kuar) took into his 
head to go to Sitamarhi and tell Damodar Jha about it by 
covering a distance of about 5 miles from his village (ac- 
cording to P.W. 15 Sitamarhi is about 5 miles from village 
Ranjitpur connected by a katcha road). In this connection 
it is to be noted that according to the admission of P.W. 20 
village Riga is about 2-1 /2 miles from village Ranjitpur 
where there is a police station established this year and it 
has been suggested to him P.W. 20, which he was unable 
to deny, that this place (Riga) had a police outpost from 
before. 

173. His (P.W, 15) disregard for truth can also be judged 
from the fact that though in his cross examination (para- 
graph 17) he has emphatically asserted that there was never 
any blackmarketing case nor he was ever imprisoned in 
any blackmarketing case nor he was ever inside the Sita- 
marhi Jail, but from the extract of the jail register (Ext. H) 
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it appears that he was confirmed in Sitamarhi jail in connec- 
tion with a case under section 7 of the Essential Commodi- 
ties Act in 1967 and in that case he was admitted to jail 
on 17th July, 1967 and released on ball under the orders 
of the Subdivisional Officer, Sitamarhi on 25th July, 1967. 

174. The two witnesses, Ram Pukar Kaur and Lakshmi 
Narnin Kuar (P.Ws. 16 and 17) claimed to be the voters 
at these booths. They have averred that on that day after 
going to the booth they took the voters' identity slip and 
went and stood in the queue to cast their votes but due to 
bangama created by the men of the respondent who arrived 
their and disturbed the poll, they could not exercise the 
franchise and had to leave the booth. They also assert to 
have witnessed those persons having forcibly caught and re- 
moved the Socialist Party polling agents Adya Kuar and 
Nandlal Sah. On an examination of their evidence there, 
however, appears some difference in the manner of this 
occurrence as described by them. According to the first 
(P.W. 16) when he was standing in the queue like that 
along with the other voters there was a hulla and at that 
very time Sitaram Babu along with others arrived there on 
a jeep and talked something to Nagendra Yadav and Bilash 
Yadav at that booth; at that time some 40-50 of his lathials 
were there armed with lathis and bhalas and they caught 
hold of Adya Kuar and Nandlal Sah and took them to the 
darwala of Rambaran Rai Mukhia where they confined both 
of them in a room and they also drove away those voters 
who were in the queue and did not allow them to cast their 
vote* and thereafter ha left the booth and did not come 
there to cast his vote. According to the other (P,W. 17), 
when he was standing in the queue he noticed the arrival 
of a jeep from the south wherefrom some persons includ- 
ing Sitaram Babu came out when Nagendra Babu’s polling 
agents Bindeshwari Yadav and Ram Bilash Babu came there. 
In the next breath his statement on this point is that at that 
time the above jeep arrived there from the south and from 
the north some 20, 25 persons also came there at that time 
and all those persons began to raise hulla of maro-plto; 
Sitaram Babu and the above two polling agents of Nagendra 
Babu asked them to catch the two polling agents Adya Kuar 
and Ramanand Sah and remove them from the booth, 
whereafter they caught hold of these two polling agents of 
Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh and began to take them to 
the south; out of fear they went from the booth and waited 
two minutes by the side of the Pustkalaya wherefrom they 
saw that those persons cast votes in the ballot box after 
stamping them, whereafter he returned home without casting 
his vote. The logic of his (P.W, 16) statement that before 
deposing in this Court (4-4T972) he had never disclosed 
these facts to anyone else even though he had met Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh at Sitamarhi 5-7 days after this poll 
Is not easy to follow. V there was such an incident at 
the time of this poll and he had not only witnessed it but 
had also been deprived ok his franchise due to it as he 
avers now it was only natural on his part to try to complain 
about it at least to the candidate when he met him next, 
if not to others, As P.W. 17 Lakshmi Narain Kuar has 
said, among the above lathials, who were all ot his village, 
he recognised 5 or 7 of them like Methua Rai. Sonelal 
Rai, Ramrekha Rai, Bindesbwar Rai and Ramcharitar Rai. 
He has, however, said that till the day of his evidence in 
Court (4-4-1972) he had never disclosed their names to 
anyone. If there were lathials from his village doing so 
and he had identified 5 or 7 of them, it was only natural 
on his part to go and talk about it at least to the workers 
and supporters of the candidate in his village. In schedule f 
of the election petition, only three names have been given 
among the lathials regarding this Ranjitpur booth and they 
are Sitaram Yadav (admitted election agent of the respon- 
dent), and above Nagendra Yadav and Bindeshwar Rai, who 
were respondent’s polling agents at this booth at that time. 

175. To both of them (P.Ws. 16 and 17) the specific 
suggestion of the respondent was that though there was 
never any such incident during the poll which had passed 
off quite peacefully but they had come to depose falsely to 
this effect at the instance of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh 
for whom they were working in this election. They have 
denied this suggestion, This was hoivever, been stated so on 
oath by the respondent's witness R,W. 20 (Maujelal Sah) 
who is their co-villager. His (R.W. 20) statement is that 
in this Parliamentary election both of them (P.Ws. 16 and 
17) were canvassing votes for Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh 
in the villages. The suspicion about them also finds support 
from the fact that though In the schedule II of the election 
petition the petitioner, in respect of this booth, has names 


10 voters Including these two as those who had been res- 
trained from casting their votes as a result of the above 
disturbances allegedly created from side of the respondent, 
but he has been to bring them (P.Ws. 16 and 17) only In 
the witness box. 

176. Against the above witness of the petitioner, the res- 
pondent’s evidence, besides his own (R.W. 47) testimony 
and above Mukhiva (R.W, 42) consists of the village Sar- 
panch R.W, 20 (Maujelal Sah) his polling agents R.Ws. 24 
(Nagendra Yadav) and no. 45 (Bilash Rai) his election agent 
R.W. 33 (Sitaram Yadav) and the Presiding Officer at one 
of these booths R.W, 36 (Brahmdeo Iha). He has also 
produced the Presiding Officer’s diary Ext. G/6). 

177. They have all emphatically denided the taking place 
of any disturbance during the poll in the manner alleged. 
As they have given out, poll was all through peaceful. Ac- 
cording to the Sarpanch Maujelal Sah (P.W. 20) that day 
he was all along at his house. As already observed, he has 
yards from the Ranjitpur Pustkalaya booths which were 
visible from there. As he had seen from 6.00 A.M. till 
about 2.00 P.M. when he went out to cast his vote at Lower 
Primary School booth In his village, there was never any 
disturbance at any of these booths and the poll went on 
quite smoothly without any disturbance. The Mukhiya 
Rambaran Rai (P.W. 42) has disclosed that he had on that 
day cast his vote some time between 12 noon to 1 p.m. 
at this Ranjitpur Pustkalaya booth which was about 1 to 
1-1/2 bighas from his house and before going to the booth 
he was all along at his house. As already observed, he has 
emphatically denied the petitioner’s allegation of confinement 
of the aforesaid Socialist Party polling agent Adya Kuar 
and Ramanand Sah in his house. The above two polling 
agents (R. Ws. 24 and 45), whose polling agent's forms are 
Exts. A/13 and A/15 have also emphatically denied the 
allegation of disturbance and have asserted about the poll 
being peaceful throughout. They as well as the election 
agent (R.W. 33) have also denied their having resorted to 
highhanded acts along with others in the way alleged by 
the petitioner as to drive away the waiting voters etc. 

178. R.W. 36. (Brahmdeo Iha), an Upper Division Clerk 
in the office of the Assistant Collector, Customs Division, 
Muzaffarpur, was the Presiding Officer at Ranjitpur Pustka- 
laya portable booth which was located just in front of its 
building in the field and as he has disclosed, there was 
another booth at this place adjoining it separated by rope 
(rassi). According to his statement the voting throughout the 
whole poll at both these booths were peaceful. He nas uirther 
denied the taking place of any occurrence to the effect that 
at about 9.00 A.M. the election agent of the Congress Party 
candidate came to the booth along with his workers and 
supporters on a jeep and on reaching there the election agent 
ordered those workers and supporters to forcibly remove 
the two polling agents of the Sodalsit Partv candidate and on 
that order they forcibly removed them from the Ranjitpur 
Pustknlava booth and thereafter they forcibly took the ballot 
papers from the Presiding Officer and cast them to the 
ballot box at the booth. His evidence further shows that 
at both these adjoining booths armed guards were posted 
during the poll. There is nothing in his cross examination 
to discredit his sworn testimony on these points. 

179. As it has been pointed out by the respondent, the 
petitioner has himself include the name of the above Presid- 
ing Officer (Brahmdeo Jha) as a witness (serial no. 108 
of his witness list dated 8th November, 1971). He (Peti- 
tioner), however, subsequently dropped him from bis list 
filed on 10th December, 1971 without any valid reason and 
it is in this context that he (respondent) has brought him 
to Court as a witness to enlighten the Court on the actual 
state of affairs. 

180. The poll having passed off peacefully at this Ranjit- 
pur Pustkalaya booth is also proved by its Presiding Officer’s 
diary (Ext G/6). Its relevant entries dearly point out the 
absence of any poll disturbance during the voting. There 
is no material on the record on the basis of which any of 
these entries in this document, which has come to this Court 
from the proper custody, can be doubted, 

181. Thus, after having duly considered all the above facts 
and circumstances, there can be no manner of doubt that 
the petitioner has miserably failed to establish his allegation 
about his alleged disturbances in the poll at these booths 
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On the other hand, the evidence and circumstances on re- 
cord do prove that the poll had passed off peacefully in a 
regular way. 

Re: Mehsaul Lower Primary School and Urdu Madarsa 
Booths in Sitamarhi Assembly Constituency. 

182. There is no dispute that both of these booths though 
situated in the qame village were quite apart. Petitioner’s 
case about these booths is to be found in paragraphs 23 
and 24 of the election petition along with certain other 
booths. According to these allegations, as the petitioner has 
learnt, respondent’s election agent Sitaram Yadav and wor- 
kers Ram Sewak Yadav, Indradeo Prasad Yadav, Sonelal 
Rai and Faturi Singh coming to these booths on jeep no. 
6809 accompanied with about 100 lathials on bus no. 5588 
restrained and terrorised the genuine voters who were then 
there, and thereafter forcibly obtained the ballot papers 
from the Presiding Officers and cast them into the ballot 
boxes and in that way polled about 95 present bogus votes. 
In schedule I of the election petition, which seeks to give 
names of the persons who had committed such corrupt pra- 
ctices for the respondent with his consent at these booths, 
of these persons, only Ram Sewak Yadav (serial no. 46) 
has been mentioned regarding Mehsaul booths. In this 
schedule persons named in serial nos. 30 to 41 are said to 
be the lathials of the respondent who had indulged in such 
corrupt practices on his behalf with his consent. They do 
not, however, include the names of any of the aforesaid per- 
sons like Indradeo Prasad Yadav, Sheonandan Paul, Hardeo 
Prasad Yadav, Sonelal Rai and Faturi Singh. In such sche- 
dule II of the election petition the petitioner has set out the 
details of the voters who were restrained by the respondent 
his election agent and workers and supporters at the diffe- 
rent polling stations in this Parliamentary poll. None of 
these names, however, relate to these Mehsaul booths. 

183. Respondent’s specific denials of these allegations are 
set out in paragraphs 18, 19 and 20 of his written statement. 
He, while denying their truth with utmost emphasis, has 
characterised them as wholly false and fabricated for the 
purpose of this election petition. He has also asserted that 
there were never any such incidents in those booths and tho 
poll at them was all through peaceful and smooth. 

184. To substantiate his allegation in this regard the peti- 
tioner (P.W. 47) besides himself has examined two other 
witnesses, Md. Muslim (P.W. 30) and Nasiruddin (P.W, 
31). As they (P.Ws. 30 and 31) have admitted, they had 
worked as polling agents of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh at 
Mohaul Lower Primary School booth under their polling 
agent’s from Exts. 4/h and 4/i. Though P.W. 30 has 
admitted that In this village Mehsaul he as well as Nasirud- 
din (P.W. 31) along with others, whom be has also named, 
were working for Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh in this Par- 
liamentary election, but P.W. 31 has tried to suppress this 
fact saying that Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh had no worker 
in this election in his village (Mehsaul). As he (P.W. 31) 
has said, he had worked as polling agent at Mehsaul Lower 
Primary School booth for about 10 minutes and then left the 
booth and went home because the other polling agent Md. 
Muslim. (P.W, 30) arrived there. His further statement is 
that after staying at his house for about half an hour he 
went to Mehsaul Urdi Madarsa booth where he began to 
issue identity slips to voters on behalf of Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh along with Hashim and he stayed at this 
booth up to 12 or 12.30 P.M. 

185. As P.W. 30 (Md. Muslim) has said, then he 
was at the Mehsaul Lower Primary School booth work- 
ing as the polling agent of Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh at about 11.45 A.M. a jeep arrived there from 
which 5 to 7 persons got down and came inside the booth 
where they asked the Presiding Officer to hand over the ballot 
papers to them and he (Presiding Officer) complied with 
their demand out of fear, whereafter two of them began to 
stamp those papers and the other two put them into the 
ballot box, and after having done so far about half an hour 
they left the booth and went away on that jeep; thereafter he 
(P.W. 30) waited there for half an hour and then went to 
the other booth located in the Mehsaul Urdu Madarsa where 
be reached at about 12 noon. He has further said that out 
of those persons he recognised two, namely, Sitaram Babu 
booth up to 12 or 12.30 P.M, 

186. Though according to his (P.W. 30) own admission, 
he had reached Urdu Madarsa booth at about 12 noon but 


he does not say anything about the alleged incident at it 
(Urdu Madarsa booth). According to P.W. 31 (Nasiruddin) 
when he was at this Urdu Madarsa booth at about 12-30 
P.M, a jeep arrived there with 5-7 persons who ail got down 
from it and went inside the booth and asked the Polling 
Officers to hand over the ballot papers to them on which 
the Presiding Officer made over the ballot papers and then 
two of them stamped them and the other two cast them 
into the ballot box. This process, according to him (P.W. 
31), continued at their hands till about 1.30 P.M. when Md, 
Muslim (P.W. 30) arrived at this Urdu Madarsa booth and 
told, him (P.W. 31) that on the other booth namely, Lower 
Primary School booth, he (P.W. 30) had no work to do be- 
cause the booth had been captured and the ballot papers had 
been stamped and polled by the men of the other side forci- 
bly. He P.W. 31 has also said that out of those 5-7 persons 
he had recognised" Faturi Babu and Sitaram Babu. It is to 
be noted that he (P.W. 30) has not even wispered about his 
having passed on any such information to him (P.W. 31) 
while he was at Urdu Madarsa booth. 

187, Though in the election petition, as already menti- 
oned, the specific case of the petitioner is that Sitaram 
Yadav and others had come to these booths on a jeep acco- 
mpanied with about 100 other lathials in a bus and they 
had, after restraining the terrorising rite genuine voters, 
captured the booths and put the ballot papers by forcibly 
seizing them from the Presiding Officers into the ballot 
boxes, they (P.Ws. 30 and 31), who were said to be eye- 
witnesses of those incidents, do not say a word about the 
arrival of those lathials and disturbing the poll in that man- 
ner. Similarly, there is nothing in their evidence to show 
any restraining or terrorising of the genuine voters by those 
persons though in the election petition such a case has been 
specifically alleged. I have already pointed out to the omis- 
sion of name of any such voters vis-a-vis these booths in 
schedule 11 of the election petition where the petitioner has 
purported to give details of the voters who had been restrai- 
ned from exercising their franchise from respondent’s side at 
the different booth in this Parliamentary election. 

188. P.W. 30 (Md, Muslim) has said that when the Pre- 
siding Officer was making over the ballot papers to those 
persons as per their demand he raised oral protest to him 
(Presiding Officer) against it but in reply he (Presiding 
Officer) expressed helplessness in the matter and that he 
had not lodged any written complaint to him (Presiding 
Officer) about it. It is somewhat surprising that he (P.W. 

30) had not though of informing the police outpost in his 
viliige about this matter. Nor did he think of going and 
informing Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh about it though, as 
he has himself admitted, the distance of his (P.W. 30) 
house is only about a mile from that of Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh. His (P.W. 30) statement that he had never 
met lhakur Yugal Kishore Singh after this election till the 
present day (11-4-1972) is not at all believable in view of 
his being not only bis polling agent but also bis worker In 
this election. 

189, Similarly, P.W. 31 (Nasiruddin) has admitted that 
neither he not Nurual Hassan fwho was polling agent of 
Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh at the Urdu Madarsa booth per 
polling agent from Ext. A/4) had never lodged any comp- 
laint regarding those highhanded acts of Sitaram Yadav and 
others either to the Presiding Officer of the Madarsa booth 
or to any other authority or the police outpost of his village, 
nor had ever brought those incidents to the notice of Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh or any one of his behalf. Such cons- 
picuous silence on their part can be explained only by the 
absence ot such incidents because if there were such inci- 
dents which they had witnessed it is difficult to believe that 
they would not think of bringing them to the notice of at 
least their candidate (Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh) at tho 
earliest specially when the distance between his house and 
that of him (P.W. 31) was less than a mile. He (P.W, 31) 
has gone to the length of saying that he did not recognise 
Thakur Yugal Kishor Singh at the time of this poll as he 
was living outside, not he has ever met him till the day of 
his deposition (11-4-1972). If this was the state of his 
acquaintance with Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh, there is 
scope for doubting the truth of the story regarding his (P.W. 

31) actual employment io serve as the polling agent and to 
issue slips to voters for that candidate (Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh) at these booths during this poll. 

190. According to the petitioner (P.W. 47), he was infor- 
med about these incidents at Mehsaul booths about a month 
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after the counting of votes in this election when he hud 
been to village Mchsaul to know as to what had taken place 
at each of these booths. As ho has said, the Information 
regarding the Mehsaul Lower Primary School booths was 
convoyed to him by Md, Muslim (P.W, 30) and that 
about Mehsaul Urdu Madarsa booth by Nasiruddin (P.W. 
31). There is, however, nothing in their (P.Ws. 30 and 31) 
evidence to indicate that they had ever communicated any 
such information to his (P.W. 47). 

191. To controvert the above evidence of the petitioner 
on these allegations the respondent (R.W. 47) besides him- 
self has examined his election agent Sitaram Yadav (R.W. 
33) the above Sbeonandan Paul (R.W. 16), Hardeo Narain 
(R.VV. 17), Ram Sewak Yadav (R.W. 27), Indrudeo Rai 
(R.W. 46), his polling agent (R.W. 3) at the Lower Primary 
School booth and a voter at Urdu Madarsa booth (R.W. 2), 
the Presiding Officer of the Mchsaul Lower Primary School 
booth (R.W. 48) and the Second Polling Officer or the Urdu 
Madarsa booth (R.W. 49). He has also brought on record the 
Presiding Officer’s diary (Ext. G/4) of the Lower Primary 
School both and also of the Urdu Madarsa booth (Ext. G/5). 
The above Sitaram Yadav and others have emphatically denied 
the allegations as made against them regarding their having 
arrived at these booths and disturbed the poll, in the manner 
alleged. The polling agent (R.W. 3) has also testified to the 
polling at his booth being all through peaceful without any 
disturbance. The above voter (R.W. 2) of the Urdu Madarsa 
booth has also certified to the peaceful poll at that booth 
throughout which as ho has averred, he was quite in a posi- 
tion to see from his house which was at about 15-20 luggaa 
from that booth without any obstruction in between them. 
In their lengthy cross-examination, nothing substantial 
appears to have come out to disbelieve their sworn testimony 
in this behalf. 

192. As the Presiding Officer of the Lower Primary School 
booth (R.W. 43), who is an Agriculture Inspector in the 
District Agriculture Office at Muzaffarpur, has averred, he 
was all along present at this booth between the poll hours 
from 7.30 A.M. to 4.30 P.M, and the polling was through- 
out peaceful without any disturbance. He Fias proved his 
(Presiding Officer’s) diary Ext. G/4 to be in his pen bear- 
ing his signature. He has also proved the signature of the 
First and Second Polling Officers of this booth on this diary. 
According to him, during the whole poll hours there was 
never any such occurrence that several persons arrived on a 
jeep at this booth at about 11.30 A.M. to 12,30 P.M. and 
after entering into the booth they drove away the voters 
who were then waiting to cast their votes and forcibly took 
the ballot papers from him and put tl#em into the ballot box 
after stamping. He has said that he had been supplied 660 
ballot papers out of which 599 had been polled, He has 
also denied the suggestion that at this booth all the votes 
attached to this polling booth had been polled. In Ext. 
G/4 the total ballots supplied has been noted as 660 and 
those polled has been noted as 599. There is nothing in his 
(R.W. 43) evidence to discredit any part of his statement 
so made regarding peaceful polling at this booth throughout 
unhampered by any disturbance. 

193. Anirudb Prasad (H.W. 49), who is a Muharrir in 
the Survey and Settlement Office at Muzaffarpur and had 
worked as the Second Polling Officer in this Parliamentary 
election at Mehsaul Urdu Madarsa polling booth has solemnly 
affirmed that he was present at the booth all through the 
polling hours from 7.30 A.M. to 4.30 P.M. and the voting 
at his booth was all through peaceful and there was never 
any disturbance of any kind during the poll. He has also 
proved the Presiding Officer’s diary of this booth (Ext. 
G/5). According to him, after the poll was over, its Pre- 
siding Officer Balmiki Sharma had prepared this diary and 
signed on it in his pen in his presence. He has also admit- 
ted this diary bearing his own signature in his pen. He has 
also proved the signature on it of the First Polling Officer 
Upendra Choudhury. In (his cross examination he has 
denied the suggestion put to him that the Presiding Officer 
had not tiled up the entries in this diary but it was filed 
up behind his back and them made over to him (R.W. 49) 
for putting his signature which he did. He has also denied 
the suggestion that the entries in this diary are not per pen 
of its Presiding Officer. As he has averred, it would be 
absolutely incorrect to say that between 12.30 to 1,30 P.M, 
that day when the election was going on at this Urdu Mada- 
rsa booth persons like Sitaram Yadav etc. in a jeep accom- 


panied with several lathials on bus arrived there and they 
all entered into the booth and drove away the voters who 
were waiting at the booth to cast votes and they forcibly 
took the ballot papers from them and consigned them Into 
ballot box. In his cross examination nothing appears to 
have come out on whose strength his this evidence can be 
regarded as an unworthy of reliance. 

194. So far as the absence of above Sonclal and Faturi 
Singh who, according to petitioner’s case had also partlci- 

ated in this alleged poll disturbances along with others on 
ehalf of the respondent, is concerned, the respondent has 
assigned satisfactory reasons for the same which I have dis- 
cussed in detail in paragraph 97 of this judgment while 
dealing with the petitioners allegation respecting the Tandas- 
ur Lower Primary School booth within Bathnaha Assem- 
ly Constituency. 

195. On the aforesaid facts it is thus manifest that the 
petitioner has not been able to substantiate his allegations 
regarding the commission of alleged corrupt practices as 
alleged By him during poll at these booths, and his case in 
this regard has got to be discarded. 

Re: Bhairo Kothi Lower Primary School booth In 
Sitamarhi Assembly Constituency. 

196. The petitioner’s case with regard to this booth along 
with several other booths is set out in paragraphs 23 and 24 
of the election petition. As he has alleged, the respondent’s 
election agent Sitaram Yadav, workers Ram Sewak Yadav 
and others, whom he has also named in these paragraphs, 
came on a jeep along with about 100 lathlals on a bus and 
captured the booth by terrorising and disturbing the genuine 
voters and put ballot papers into the ballot box after forci- 
bly seizing them from the Presiding Officer. 

197. To prove his above allegations the petitioner (P.W. 
47) evidence consists of own testimony and that of P.W. 32 
(Ram Prasad Mehlo) who, according to his own admission, 
is a Regional Secretary of the Sitamarhi Socialist Party 
since 1970 and was doing election propaganda for the 
Socialist Party candidate Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh in this 
Parliamentary election. As I have already pointed out, the 
respondent's specific allegation is that it is this Thakur 
Yugal Kishoro Singh tvho has got this election petition filed 
through the petitioner who is attacted to his political party 
and was actively working for his success in this election. 

198. As the petitioner (P.W. 47) has stated (paragraph 
21), about a month after the counting of votes in this elec- 
tion he had gone to village Bhairo Kothi where he met Ram 
Prasad Mahto (P.W. 32) who informed him that when the 
polling was going on at ihis Bhairo Kothi booth at about 
1 i A.M. the respondent’s election agent Sitaram Yadav, 
Indradeo Narain Yadav, Ram Sewak Yadav, Hardeo Rai, 
Sheonandan Paul, Faturi Singh arrived at the booth on jeep 
No. BRF 6809 and after getting down from the jeep got in- 
to the booth and drove out the voters standing in the queue 
to cast their votes and thereafter they forcibly took away the 
ballot papers from the Presiding Officer and cast them Into 
the ballot box after stamping them. 

199. As ihc petitioner’s allegations in above paragraphs 
23 and 24 read with the verification of the election petition 
and his above statement stand, it can well be assumed that 
he has mentioned the aforesaid names Sitaram Yadav, Ram 
Sewak Yadav etc. on behalf of the respondent on the basis of 
his above alleged information conveyed to him in this behalf 
by Ram Prasad Mahto (P.W. 32). Accordingly, it becomes 
essential to know from his (P.W. 32) evidence as to whether 
he had conveyed any such information to him (P.W. 47) at 
all. There is nothing in his (P.W. 32) chief to show that ho 
had ever reported as such to the petitioner (P.W. 47) regard- 
ing these alleged disturbances. In paragraph 13 of his (P.W. 
32) cross examination, while admitting that on the poll day 
or thereafter he had never made any report, written or oral 
to any person or authority regarding these alleged incidents 
on this booth, he has volunteered a statement that he had 
met this petitioner 5-7 days alter (he poll and had reported 
about it to him. There is nothing in his (P.W. 32) evidence 
to state about any other meeting between the two (P.Ws. 32 
and 47) except this after the poll. So, even assuming for a 
moment for Ihc sake of argument that there was such a meet- 
ing between the two 5-7 days after this poll it does not in any 
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according to which his meeting with P,W. 32 in which he (P.W, 47) evidence, which l have already discussed end #e- 

had learnt about these instances from him was about a month cepled while dealing with petitioner’s case with regard to 

after the counting of votes. It is admitted case of the parties Tandaspur Lower Primary School booth. All these witness- 

that after the poll, which took place on 1-3-1972, counting es appear to have stood the test of cross examination by the 

of voters commenced on 10-3-1971 and ended on 11-3-1971 other side and nothing substantial has been gained to dis- 

whereafter the result was immediately announced. credit their denials on this point. 


200. As he (P.W. 32) has stated, he cast his vote in bis 
village booth at about 7-30 A.M. and then took his meal at 
about 9 A.M. and went to Bhairo Kothi Lower Primary 
School booth which was less than a mile from his house and 
on reaching the road on the east of this booth he noticed 
voters returning and then he went to the booth where he 
found two persons stamping the ballot papers and two 
others consigning them into the ballot box and one or two 
others were standing there. As he has further stated, he 
stayed at this booth for about half an hour and then returned 
home. He has not given the name of these persons nor 
there is anything in his evidence to show that he knows any 
of them. It is then not understood as to how he (P.W. 32) 
disclosed (heir names to the petitioner in their aforesaid 
meeting whether it took place about a month after the count- 
ing or 5-7 days after the poll to enable him (P.W. 47) to 
get them specifically mentioned in the election petition. 

201. Though the petitioner in his aforesaid statement has 
said about his (P.W. 32) having informed him on that occa- 
sion regarding driving of votes, at the hands of those men 
of the respondent, who were then standing in the queue to 
cast their votes. There is, fiowevcr, nothing in his (P.W. 32) 
evidence to allege any such driving of voters. As shown 
above, all that he (P.W. 32) asserts to have seen on that 
occasion was that two persons were stamping the ballots and 
two others were putting them into the ballot box while one 
or two voters wctc standing at that place. 

202. Though he (P.W. 32) has admitted that he had met 
Tbakur Yugal Kishore Sinr;h 5-6 times after this poll but it 
is surprising that in none )f them he bad disclosed anything 
to him about these incidents. Being the admitted Regional 
Secretary of his Socialist Party and also being employed for 
his propaganda work in this election, it was only natural for 
him (P,W. 32) to have apprised him about these incidents If 
they bad actually happened on the day of the poll as alleg- 
ed. His such silence can well be taken as n circumstance 
against the truth of any such occurrence. Learned counsel 
for the respondent has drawn my attention to his (P.W. 32) 
admission (paragraph 21) that he is an accused in a house 
burglary case along with his brother. This fact, according 
to tne respondent, will show his calibre. 

203. In his (P.W, 47) evidence, he has not disclosed the 
name of any of the voters who had been restrained from 
exercising his franchise at the booth as a result of these han- 
gama by the men of the respondent, As already noticed, P.W, 
32, who is the only witness on this point, does not say a word 
about any such restraint. In schedule II of the election 
petition, where the petitioner has sought to give details of 
the voters restrained from voting by the respondent ami his 
men at various polling stations, there is no mention of this 
Bhairo Kothi Lower Primary School booth, 

204. On a consideration of the above facts I have not at 
all felt convinced of the reliability of their (P.Ws. 32 and 
47) above testimony in this regard. 

205. As against the above, the respondent besides himself 
(R.W. 47) has examined his above election agent Sitaram 
Yadav (R.W. 33), Sheonandan Paul (R.W. 16), Hardeo 
Narain (R.W. 17), Ram Scwak Yadav (R,W, 27) and 
Indradeo Yadav (R.W. 4ti'. Over and above, he has also 
examined R.W. 1 Sk. Shamshul, who is a resident of this 
cillage Bhairo Kothi and asserts to have exercised his fran- 
chise at this booth at about 9 A.M. As he (R,W. 1) has 
disclosed, this booth was at about 20-25 laggas from his 
house and both were quite distinctly visible from each other 
and that after casting his vote at the booth he returned to 
his house and remained there till the evening that day. All 
these persons have emphatically denied the taking place of 
any disturbance at this booth during the entire poll. The 
afcovc election agent etc. have also seriously refuted the al- 
legation of having arrived at the booth and disturbed the 
poll in the manner alleged bv the petitioner. The absence of 
above Faturi Singh and Sonelal Rai from the witness box On 


206. Thus, alter having carefully considered all the above 
facts and circumstances I Ond that there is no substance in 
the petitioner's allegations in this connection and this has 
got to be discarded as unworthy of credit. 

Re: Sitamarhi Oriental Middle School booth in Sitamarhi 
Assembly Constituency. 

207. The petitioner’s case regarding this booth is set out in 
paragraph 20 read with schedules 1 and IV of the election 
petition. According to this allegation, on the poll day when 
poll was in progress at about 1 1 A.M, the respondent along 
with his workers and lathials came to this booth and threaten- 
ed the voters and polling agents to leave the booth but when 
the polling agents did not leave the booth he (respondent) 
and his workers assaulted them and snatched away the 
voter's list from the Socialist Party worker Prof. Upendra 
Saran Sinha (P.W. 22); tne voters being terrorised left the 
polling station whereafter under the orders of the respondent 
his workers resorted to bogus voting; when Damodar Ihl 
(P.W. 29) and Thakur Qirjanandan Singh (not examined) 
got information of such bogus polling after restraining tne 
genuine voters they telephonically informed the Magistrate 
incharge of the Election Control Room at Sitamarhi who 
sent B. N. Singh, Circle Officer, Bajpatti (P.W. 44 ) along 
with police party to prevent the respondent and his workers 
from interfering with the right of franchise of the genuine 
voters, but when the respondent and his workers did not nl- 
low those voters to exercise their franchise the police party 
had to brandish lathi to bring the situation under control. In 
schedule I relating to the list of details of persons who are 
alleged to have committed corrupt practice with the consent 
ot the respondent at different polling stations, in respect of this 
Oriental Middle School booth four names have been given 
and they arc the respondent (R.W. 47), Bindeshwari Prasad 
Yadav (JR. W. 13), Ramachandra Yadav (R.W. 9) and Bin- 
deshwari Yadav, In schedule IV where the petitioner has 
sought to give the names of the persons against whom corrupt 
practices were committed by respondent and his men in res- 
pect of this Oriental Middle School booth, only the name of 
above Prof, Upendra Saran Sinha has been mentioned. It 
may be noted that in schedule TI where the petitioner has given 
details of the voters who were restrained from voting by the 
respondent and his men at various polling stations during 
this poll there is no mention of any name in respect of this 
booth. In fact this schedule does not even mention this 
booth, though, as already shown the definite case of the 
petitioner in the election petition (paragraph 20) is that res- 
pondent and his men had on that occasion teirorised and 
made the genuine voters at this booth flee away without 
casting their votes. 

208. The above allegations of the petition regarding this 
booth have been specifically refuted in paragraph 20 of the 
written statement where ihc.y have all been described as false 
and fabricated set up for the purpose of this case. He has 
also asserted that Damodar Jha and Thakur Girjanandan 
Singh being men of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh, their names 
have been falsely introduced in the election petition for 
creating false evidence and that there was never any occasion 
for their having sent any such telephonic message because 
there wus no such incident during tne poll at all. Similar- 
ly, it is false to say that above Circle Officer B. N. Singh 
had been deputed to prevent the respondent and his workers 
from interfering with the free exercise of franchise by the 
voters because there was never any such prevention, He has 
also characterised these allegations to be vague on the ground 
that the names of those alleged, workers lathials or voters 
have nowhere been disclosed in the election petition or its 
schedules. 

209. According to petitioner (P.W. 47) about 4-5 days 
after the counting of votes in this election when he was 
sitting in his Socialist Party office at Sitamarhi at about 
11 A.M. he noticed Prof. Upendra Narain Singh (P.W, 22) 
going to his college (Goenka College) and seeing him he 
(P.W. 47) left his seat and went to him on the road and 
asked him as to what had happened at this polling booth 
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(Sitamarhi Oriental Middle School booth) where he (P.W. 
22) was issuing identity slips to voters on behalf of Thakur 
Vugal Kishore Singh; in reply to that query he was told 
by him (P.W, 22) that when the polling was going on at 
this booth on that day at about 10 A.M, Nagcndra Babu 
(respondent) came to his booth from his house accom- 
panied with 20-30 persons and he (respondent) snatched 
away the voters’ list from him (P.W. 22) whereafter they 
all got into the booth forcibly drove away the voters from 
the queue and began to snatch forcibly the ballot papers 
from the Presiding Officer, His (P.W, 47) further state- 
ment is that at that very time he was told by him (P.W. 22) 
that when those facts became known to Thakur Gitjanandan 
Singh (not examined) and Damodar Jha (P.W, 29) the 
former informed the Election Controll Room at Sitamarhi 
(Dumra) and on that information a patrolling party consist- 
ing of a Magistrate and armed force arrived at the booth 
very soon thereafter and they (patrolling Party) snatched 
a lathi from one of those persons there and also held out 
a threat to those persons of the respondent who thereafter 
reached to respondent’s house whereafter the voting began 
being done peacefully and then the patrolling party left the 
booths. 

210. Upendra Narain Singh (P.W. 22) who is a Lecturer 

in the Goenka College at Sitamarhi has given out that on 
the poll day after casting his vote at this Oriental Middle 
School booth he was helping the Socialist party candidate 
Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh on this booth and was issu- 
ing identity slips to his voters, along with Benoy Kumar who 
was also doing the same work for that candidate, by sitting 
under a banian tree just outside this booth; the polling con- 
tinued peacefully for 2-1/2 hours commencing from 7-30 
A.M. at about 10 A.M. that day the respondent Nagendra 
Prasad Yadav along with 50 others, most of whom had 
lathi in their hands, came to the place where they were 
sitting and issuing slips to voters and asked him what he. 
was going on which he told him that he was doing noth- 
ing except issuing slips to the voters on behalf of Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh on which he (respondent) picked up 

the voters' list from his (P.W. 22) custody and asked him 

to go away from that place and on his (P.W. 22) objection 
the respondent threatened him with assault; thereafter the 
respondent and his men went inside the polling booth and 
he (P.W. 22) followed them; entering the booth in that 

way they raise hulla like Bhago Bhago nahl to pitegen and 

some of them also began to brandish their lathis, seeing this 
the voters who were there waiting to cost their votes began 
running away whereafter under the orders of the respon- 
dents those men by taking the ballot papers from the hands 
of the Government officials stumped and put them into the 
ballot box for about two hours; while they were doing bogus 
voting in that way the respondent stayed there for about 
40-45 minutes and then came out of the booth and got into 
a jeep and went towards south, at about 12 noon that day 
a patrolling party headed by a Magistrate arrived at the 
booth in a jeep and the Magistrate going inside the booth 
began to shout loudly Bhugo-B’nugo; under the orders of the 
Magistrate there was lathi charge on them and then they 
( lathials ) fled away. 

211. The above Benoy Kumar (P.W, 25). who is admitted- 
ly a student of the above Koenka College has also made 
similar statements regarding such disturbances at hand 
of respondent and his men. He (P.W. 25) has not. how- 
ever, said anything about the arrival of the Magistrate with 
police party and their controlling the situation and this mav 
be explained by his (P.W. 25) statement that when the res- 
pondent’s men were doing bogus voting in that way after 
they had driven away the voters the respondent came out 
of the booth and left that place on a jeep and at that very 
time he (P.W. 25) also came out and went home and never 
returned to the booth again. 

212. The respondent (R.W. 47) has stoutly refuted in his 
evidence (paragraphs 8 to 10) the truth of these allegations 
against him and nis men. In this connection it has been 
urged on his behalf that these statements of theirs (P.Ws. 
22 and 25) are false and have been made at the instance 
of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh in this case who is at its 
back. In this connection it has been pointed out that 
they (P.Ws. 22 and 25) are, respectively, employee and 
student of the above Goenka College whose Principal Dar- 
bari Prasad Singh according to the admission of another 
teacher to this college (P.W. 18) was helping Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh in this Parliamentary election. 


213. It is significant to find that though as noted above, 
the categorical averment of the petitioner (P.W. 47) in this 
Court is that he had been informed about these incidents 
4-5 days after the counting of votes by above Prof. Upendra 
Narain Singh (P.W. 22) while they had met at Sitamarhi, 
but there is not even a whisper in his (P.W. 22) evidence 
to this effect. In this verification of the election petition 
the petitioner’s knowledge about these facts is claimed to 
be based on information received from various sources like 
the documents, voters, polling agents, workers and support- 
ers of the candidates other than the respondent. In him 
(P.W. 47) evidence the only source disclosed by him is 
above information derived from Upendra Narain Singh 
(P.W. 22), who, as shown above, has not said a word sup- 
porting hurt (P.W. 47) on this point. In view of this it is 
not understandable as to on what basis he (P.W. 47) had 
set up this story in such detailed iu the election petition, 

214. He (P.W. 22) has expressed his inability to give the 
name of polling agent of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh or 
the respondent at this booth, i So also, he is unable to say 
who was issuing identity slips to the voters on behalf of 
the respondent. While admitting that he had not filed any 
written complaint to any authority regarding the above 
snatching of the voters’ list from his hand by the respon- 
dent, he (P.W. 22) has volunteered that when the patroll- 
ing party arrived there he had complained about it to the 
Magistrate incharge of that party. This however, docs not 
appear to be clearly corroborated in the evidence of the 
Magistrate (P.W. 44), He (P.W. 44) has said that on 
that poll day he was on deputation as a reserve magistrate 
at the sub-divisional headquarters at Sitamarhi and at about 
11.30 A.M. under the orders of the Second Officer he pro- 
ceeded to this Middle School booth accompanied with arm- 
ed force and when he reached there one man came and 
reported to him that his voters’ list had been snatched away 
from him by the respondent and his men. He (PW. 44) 
has, however, admitted that he did not recognise that com- 
plaining person nor he had mentioned anything about that 
complaint anywhere either orally or in writing. He has 
also admitted that in the written report that he had sub- 
mitted to the Second Officer on returning from this booth 
he did not make any mention about that complaint regarding 
snatching of voters’ list. In the absence of anything reganf 
Ing that complaint in any official document it may not be 
fully safe to rely upon such statement of his (P.W. 44) 
made from memory after a lapse of 14 months after that 
date (1-3-1971). It was not after all such a spectacular 
matter that he still remembers about it. Its correctness has 
been emphatically challenged in his (P.W. 44) cross exa- 
mination by the other side saying that no such complaint 
had ever been made to him (P.W. 44) but he has stated 
so now at the instance of the other side. On a considera- 
tion of all these facts, l am, therefore, not prepared to ac- 
cept the truth of this allegation without reservation, 

215. According to respondent, even assuming for a mo- 
ment for the sake of argument, without in any way admitt- 
ing it, that he (respondent) had snatched the voters’ list 
from him (P.W. 22) in that way while he was issuing iden- 
tity slips to the voters sitting under the banian tree outside 
the booth, it did not constitute a corrupt practice on his pan 
or his men within the meaning of section 123 of the Act. 
The argument of the petitioner is that such interference by 
the respondent against him (P.W. 22) when he was there 
to issue identity slips to voters on behalf of the Socialist 
Party candidate did amount to undue influence within the 
proviso to sub-section (2) of section 123 because he (P.W. 
22) was definitely a person in whom the Socialist Party 
candidate was interested. In that context, according to the 
petitioner, that interference with P.W. 22 with threat ot 
assault on his raising objection against that clearly constitut- 
ed a corrupt practice on respondent’s part so as to make 
his election void. 

216. I am unable to uphold the above contention of the 
petitioner, merely because he (P.W. 22) had offered his 
services to that party’s candidate to issue identity slips to 
his voters could not, I think, given him the status of a per- 
sod in whom the concerned candidate was interested so that 
any interference with in that manner if true, made the res 
pondent guilty of the commission of corrupt practice of this 
nature, I have not been shown any rules under which such 
slips are required to be issued to voters on behalf of any 
candidate near about the booth. So, if he (P.W. 22) was 
doing so it was at his own risk. In that circumstance if the 




Sec. 3(ii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 17, 1873/MAGHA 28, 1884 


607 


respondent or his men chose to interfere with him in that 
wav whatever offence they might be deemed to have com- 
mitted in doing it, but as the law on this point stands it 
could not on the face of it amount to their being guilty of 
corrupt practice under section 123 of the Act as to invalidate 
his election for that reason. 

217. As P.W. 22 (Upendra Narain Singh) has said, he 

had not told the name of any of the above men of res- 
pondent to any one as he did not know their names but 
as to the names of the above voters who had been restrain- 
ed from voting he (P.W. 22) had told the names of many 

of them on the very next day of the poll to Thakur Yugal 

Kishore Singh in which meeting he had also disclosed to 
him (Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh) about his above oral 
complaint to the Magistrate of the patrolling party regard- 
ing those disturbances. As I have already pointed out, the 
name of none of such voters finds place in the election peti- 
tion or its schedules. Nor Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh 
has come in the witness box to corroborate him (P.W. 22) 
on these points. It cannot be belived for a moment that had 
Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh been told about these names 
by him (P.W. 22) in that way, the petitioner, who is admit- 
tedly actively attached to the Socialist Party whose candi- 

date he (Thakur Yugal Kishore Sin^h) was in this elec- 
tion and has filed this election petition after his (Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh) refusal to do so, would have failed 
to mention any of those names in this petition. He has not 
also produced any of those voters in Court to say about his 
having been restrained in that way from exercising his 
franchise. P.W. 25 (Benoy Kumar) has given out that of 
those voters who were so restrained from voting he had 
disclosed the names of 2-4 to his (P.W. 25) fellow students 
Ramshis Singh and Rameshwar Tiwary, one or two days 
after the poll. None of these two has, however, come for- 
ward to say so. He (P.W. 25) has admitted that he had 
met Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh and this petitioner (Hansu 
Singh) after this poll but did not tell cither of them the 
names of those voters. But this is some what surprising 
because when he had taken pains to disclose their 
names to 2-4 of his fellow students it was only natural for 
him to try to do so with them (Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh 
and petitioner) in his meeting with them because they were 
the persons really concerned with this matter, 

218. According to Damodar Jha (P.W. 29), whose name 

has been mentioned in paragraph 20 of the election peti- 
tion along with Thakur Girjanandan Singh, when he (P.W. 
29) was at Sitamarhi Lakshmi High School booth he noticed 
the arrival of the patrolling party; on learning about the 
return of Thakur Girjanandan Singh fiom Sheohar he 
(P.W- 29) went to his (Thakur Girjanandan Singh) place 
where he noticed some 10-12 persons complaining to Thakur 
Girjanandan Singh that they had all been driven out by the 
men of Nagendra Prasad Yadav (respondent) from Orien- 
tal Middle School booth where he (respondent! and his men 
were doing illegal voting after having snatched the votes 
from the Presiding Officer, and hearing this lhakur Girja- 
nandan Singh telephoned to the Sub-divisional Magistrate, 
Sitamarhi from his telephone complaining thai Nagendra 
Prasad Yadav and his men had surrounded the Oriental 

Middle School booth and were casting votes which they 
had forcibly snatched from the Presiding Officer of the 
booth. His (P.W .29) further statement is that after hav- 
ing so telephoned Thakur Girjanandan Singh left for the 
Oriental Middle School booth on his jeep followed by him 
(P.W. 29) on his own jeep and on the way Thakur Girja- 
nandan Singh went to the Oriental Middle School booth 

and he (P.W. 29) took his jeep towards the village side. 
He (P.W. 29) has admitted that he did not recognise nor 
knew the names of anv of the above 10-12 voters whom he 
had noticed complaining as above to Thakur Girjanandan 
Singh. Unfortunately, the petitioner has not seen his wav 
to brinfj him (Thakur Girjanandan Singhj as a witness to 
throw light on these points. So also, none of these 10-12 
voters had been named in the election petition nor exa- 
mined in Court. 

219. The entry (Ext, 9) in the Control Rcom register 

speaks about deputation of Circle Officer, Dumra and Circle 
Officer, Bajpatti with armed force. This appears to have 
been done on the information to which the entry marked Y 
for identification in this register relates. As this entry 
stands, it speaks of Thakur Girjanandan Singh informing 
that there was tension near the Oriental School, Sitamarhi. 


It does not given any detail of that information. As al- 
ready noted, according to P.W. 29. Damodar Jha, who is 
the only witness of The petitioner regarding communication 
of such information bv Thakur Girjanandan Singh to the 
Control Room, the latter on that occasion conveyed the 
message that the respondent’s men had surrounded the 
Oriental School booth and were casting votes in the ballot 
box after having forcibly snatched them from the Presiding 
Officer. There is, however, no indication whatsoever in the 
entry marked "Y* like this. Mere communication of the 
message that there was tension near the Oriental School 
booth cannot, I think, be of anv substantial help to the 
petitioner in proof of his alleged version on this point, be- 
cause sudden erruption of heat and tension during the poll 
between the parties near about the polling station is not an 
uncommon feature in an election of this kind. 


220. I have already referred to the evidence of the Cir- 
cle Officer. Bajpatti (P.W. 44) who had visited this booth 
that day along with armed force as directed by the Magis- 
trate incharge of the Election Control Room at Sitamarhi 
(P.W. 40) under the Control Room register entry Ext. 9. 
There is nothing in his (P.W. 44) evidence to support the 
truth of the petitioner’s allegations regarding the respondent 
or his men having entered into the booth and driven away 
the voters debarring them from exercising their franchise 
or their having forcibly snatched the ballot papers from the 
Presiding Officer and put them into the ballot' box. As he 
(P.W. 44) has said, after receiving that order of the Magis- 
trate incharge of the Controll Room at about 11-30 A.M. 
he went to this Oriental School booth on a jeep along with 
armed force and on reaching there he noticed collection of 
a number of persons inside the polling booth which was 
located inside the school compound wall whereupon he or- 
dered that those who were voters among3t them must ar- 
range themselves in a queue and the rest must leave that 
place otherwise he would take strict action against them, 
and upon hia such orders several persons who were there 
left the booth and fled away. He has also said that there- 
after he stayed there for about 8-10 minutes and informed 
the Presiding Officer that everything was all right and he 
should go on with the poll and then left the booth. Tak- 
ing this evidence as it stands, it cannot be definitely said 
that those persons inside the booth were necessarily men 
of the respondent. There is nothing in his (P.W. 44) evi- 
dence to show that tho persons of the respondent were in- 
side or nearabout the booth at that time. On the other 
hand, as he (P.W. 44) has disclosed, ! after he returned 
back as above from this booth to the Election Control 
Room again he was asked by the above Magistrate inchargc 
to proceed to this booth because information had been re- 
ceived that two men of the respondent har received gun 
shot injuries at the booth and after receiving that order he 
immediately went to this booth on the jeep' with armed 
force and reached there at about 12.15 P.M. when the res- 
pondent came and requested him to send two of his men, 
who were then bleeding, to the hospital and when he was 
still assessing the situation the Block Development Officer 
of Dumra reached there on a jeep and on his (P.W. 44) 
request he took those two injured persons to the hospital on 
that jeep, His (P.W, 44) further statement that at that 
very time some persons from the side of the respondent’s 
house there came to the road armed with lathis whereupon 
he (P.W. 44) asked his armed force to chase them away 
from that place and there was mild lathi charge by the 
iiithi force posted fit that booth on which all those persons 
took to their heels. In the circumstances, these statements 
of his (P.W. 44) cannot be canvassed as supportive of the 
petitioner’s allegation of poll interference in the manner al- 
leged. It may be that those men of the respondent being 
agitated at the gun shot injures sustained by two of res- 
pondent’s men arrived at the spot with an object of revenge 
but before they could do any mischief they were driven back 
by the Magistrate’s party. 


I* J 1, ,y e respondent has brought into the witness box 
Madan Kumar Lai Das (R.W. 34) a Government servent 
posted at Muzaffarpur, who had worked as the third polling 
officer at this Oriental Middle School booth on 1st March, 
1971. As he (R.W. 34) has said, along with him Batesh- 
war Prasad was the Presiding Officer and Sachindanand 
Singh was the second polling officer at this booth. Both 
these persons (Bateshwar and Sachindanand) appear to 
have been included as witnesses in the petitioner’s list dated 
8th November, 1971 (items A 111 and 116). For reason* best 





known to the petitioner he, however, dropped them from 
his list of witnesses filed on 10th December, 1971. 

222, According to him (R.W. 34), all through the poll- 
ing hours (7.30 A. M. to 4.30 P,M.) he was at this booth 
along with the Presiding Officer and other polling officers 
and that the poll was throughout peaceful and there was 
never any disturbance of any kind till the end of the poll. 
He has further stated that it is absolutely incorrect to say 
that when the polling was going on at about 10 A.M. the 
respondent arrived at this booth along with a number of 
lathial.i and after entering into the booth drove away the 
voters and forcibly seized the ballot papers from the polling 
party and cast into the ballot box after stamping. He has 
further given out that during the poll the patrolling party 
headed by a Magistrate used to visit this booth at an interval 
of every 1-1/2 to 2 hours. He has also proved the Presid- 
ing Officer’s diary (Ext. 0/1) of this booth. According to him, 
after the poll ended at 4.30 P.M. the Presiding Officer Batesh- 
war Prasad prepared this diary and then he as well as the other 
two polling officers signed on it. Denying the petitioner’s 
suggestion that the entries in this diary are not correct and 
that the Presiding Officer had suppressed in it the fact of 
poll disturbance he has asserted that everything written in 
this diary is wholly correct and there was no suppression 
of any fact in it. As the entries in this diary (Ext. G/l) 
stand, whose correctness I have no material to doubt, they 
seem to fully support his (R. W. 34) assertion regarding the 
poll having passed off peacefully without any disturbance. 

223, There is nothing in his (R.W. 34) evidence to prove 
that he has come to depose falsely for the respondent be- 
cause of his interest in him. He has emphatically refuted 
the petitioner's suggestion that he has denied the poll dis- 
turbances at this booth at the instance of the respondent. 
The petitions has requested the Court to discard his (R.W. 
34) evidence as a liar on the ground that though It was 
clear from the above statement of the Bajpatti Circle 
Officer (P.W. 44) that he had to go to the booth with armed 
force and bring the situation in control after getting a large 
number of persons who had entered the booth driven out 
during which he had to resort to lathi charge but still 
this witness (R.W. 34) has the hardihood to deny it in his 
evidence asserting that in course of the whole polling there 
was never any hulla-gulla inside the booth and that there 
was never any lathi charge under the orders of any Magist- 
rate during the poll in the booth. As it appears, his evi- 
dence testifying to the poll being peaceful unhindered by 
disturbances of the nature alleged by the petitioner, which 
has stood the test of cross-examination, cannot be discard- 
ed as unreliable only on his such denials. As the third 
polling officer his duty was to put ink marks on the fingers 
of the voters before they cast their ballots and for that he had 
to be inside the booth very near the ballot box. As alrcadv 
noted, the booth was located inside the school compund 
wall and he (P.W. 44) had spoken about the collection of 
men whom he had cleared out who were inside that com- 
pound. So also, the arrival of respondent’s men, accord- 
ing to P.W. 44 when he was to the booth next on that day 
on receiving the news of gun shot injuries on the respon- 
dent’s side were injured and he had recorded the jardbevan 
of these facts his (R. W. 34) above denials about there 
being no such hulla-gulla or lathi charge may be due to his 
not noticing them being engaged in getting the polling done 
inside the booth. 

224, The evidence of the Police Sub-inspector Prahlad 
Singh (P.W. 39) also does not seem to be helpful to the 
petitioner in proof of his alleged case in this regard. On 
the other hand, his certain admissions in cross-examination 
tend to support the averment of the respondent regarding the 
poll having been effected peacefully. According to him 
(P.W. 39) on 1st March, 1971 at 12.30 P.M. there was 
firing by the side of this Oriental Middle School booth in 
which two men Jamim Rai and Bhola Rai of the respon- 
dent’s side were injured and he had recorded the Uidbevan 
ot injured Jamun Rai at 12,45 P.M. that day in Sitamarhi 
hospital a*d in that case he had examined both those in- 
jured. He (P.W. 39) has further said that during investi- 
gation of that firing case he had examined the polling offi- 
cers of this Oriental Middle School booth and they had all 
stated before him that hangama had taken place outside the 
School compound, at some distance on the north but that had 
no effect on the polling at the booth and he had also at that 
time heard people speaking that there was no disturbance 
.of any kind in the poll at this booth. 


225. Similarly, there is nothing in the evidence of tne 
Subdivisional Magistrate (P.W. 36), the Deputy Superinten- 
dent of Police (P.W. 37) and the District Magistrate (P.W. 
43) which the petitioner can avail of in proof of his case as 
alleged regarding this booth. The trouble at this oriental 
Middle School booth about which they (PWs. 36 and 37) 
are said to have heard while moving on that poll day in 
those areas appear to be connected to the aforesaid firing 
incident. The Control Room register that the Subdivisional 
Magistrate and the Deputy Superintendent of Police had in- 
formed that Control Room at Sitamarhi that the situation 
everywhere was all peaceful till then and, accordingly, the 
Control Room Magistrate incharge (P.W. 40) bad ordered 
for sending of Khalriat report on that line to the District 
Control Room at Mazaffarpur. 

226. The peaceful passing of the poll has also been 
solemnly affirmed by R.W. 4 (Durga Choudhary), who was 
the respondent’s polling agent vide polling agent from Ext, 
A/7, on this booth, R.W. 7 (Baijnath Mandnl) who held 
his tea-stall by the side of the P.W.D. road at about 25 — 30 
laggis from this Oriental Middle School and R.W. 9 (Ram- 
chandra Yadav) who is the Head Clerk in O.D. & C.M. 
Union, Sitamarhi. His (R.W. 9) Union office is located in 
the House close to this Oriental School intervened by only 
one house and his residence is in a portion of this office. He 
was also a voter and had cast his vote at this booth at about 
9.45 A.M. that day. They have all emphatically denied the 
taking place of any poll disturbance of the like alleged by 
the petitioner. As their evidence shows, they are to be re- 
garded as competent witnesses on these points and there Is 
nothing substantial in their testimony on which their sworn 
statements in these regards can be viewed with suspicion. 
The mere fact that he (R.W. 9) had admittedly worked as 
the counting agent of this respondent in 1967 Parliamentary 
election in which also he had admittedly won and also in 
this election can by itself no ground to throw over his 
testimony as unreliable. 

227. On a careful consideration of all the above facts and 
circumstances it is thus manifest that the petitioner has fail- 
ed to prove the truth of his allegations as made in this 
behalf and they have to be discarded in the circumstances. 

Re: Sitamarhi Eakshmi High School booth in Sitamarhi 
Assembly Constituency, 


228. The petitioner’s case with regard to this polling sta- 
tion is contained in paragraphs 21 and 22 read with schedu- 
les 1 and IV of the election petition. He has alleged that 
from the Sitamarhi Oriental Middle School booth the res- 
pondent along with his workers followed by lathlals came 
to Lakshmi High School booth at about 1.30 P.M. that day 
where they got the Socialist party candidate's polling agent 
Prof. Srecman Singh (P.W, 18) removed from the place 
and then threatened the voters as well as the polling party 
with dire consequences as a result of which the voters as 
also the above polling agent fled away to save their lives 
whereafter respondent asked those workers to take away 
the ballot papers from the Presiding Officer. In the mean- 
while respondent’s lathlals about 100 in number also arrived 
there in bus no. BRF 5588 belonging to respondent’s nephew 
Chandrika Prasad Yadav, Those workers of the respondent 
after snatching the ballot papers from the Presiding Officer 
stamped and put them into ballot box. The patrolling party 
no. 159 informed the Magistrate incharge or the sitamarhi 
Control Room Regarding these malpractices of the respondent 
and his workers and Ramanand Singh, M.1..A. (not examin- 
ed) also sent information about it to that Control Room. 
When those highhanded acts of the respondent and his 
workers were not checked then Thakur Girjanandan Singh, 
M.L.A. (not examined) and Ramanand Singh, M.L.A. In- 
formed the Deputy Superintendent of Police and the Subdivi- 
sional Magistrate at Sitamarhi about it. On that information 
both of them left for this booth and on the way when they 
reached Mehsaul chouk they found that the above bus along 
with its armed accounts had already been arrested and set 
to jail; thereafter the respondent made several attempts to 
get that bus and lathlals released without success, full facts 
of which were recorded by the Officer-in-charge of Sita- 
marhi police station in the relevant station diary dated 1st 
March, 1971. In schedule I relating to the details of per- 
sons alleged to have committed corrupt practices from the 
respondent’s side, 14 names (serial Nos. 5 to 7 and 30 to 
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41) have been mentioned. Similarly in schedule IV relating 
to persons against whom the alleged corrupt practices had 
been committed by the respondent and his men the name of 
above Prof. Sreeman Singh (serial no. 9) finds mentioned. 

229. The respondent’s specific denials of the above allega- 
tions tire contained in paragraphs 16 and 17 of his written 
statement. He has seriously refuted about his or his men’s 
arrival at this booth and disturbance of the poll in the manner 
alleged by the petitioner. He has also stated the above 
Girjanandan Singh and Ramanand Singh and Prahlad Singh 
to castc-mcn and of the camp of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh 
alleging that if they had done anything as above that was 
to create evidence for Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh for the 
purpose of an election case. 

230. In proof of his above allegations in this behalf the 

petitioner (P.W. 47) has relied upon the evidence of above 
Sreeman Singh , (P.W. 18), Ramjit Kaur (P.W. 23), Damodar 
Jha (P.W. 29) besides the statements of the Subdivisional 
Magistrate (P.W. 36), the Deputy Superintendent of Police 
(P.W. 37), the Police Subinspector Prahlad Singh 

(P.W. 39), patrolling party Magistrate Brahmdeo Narain 
Missir (P.W. 41) and the District Magistrate (P.W. 43). 
In this connection, on his behalf, my attention has also been 
invited to the police papers like station diary No. 14 dated 
1st March, 1971 (Ext. 7), the charge sheet (Ext. 6) and 
the first information report (Ext. 8) regarding the seizure 
of the above bus No. BRF 5588 and its occupants with arms 
like lathi etc. as also the entry in the Control Room regis- 
ter (Ext. 9/a) and District Magistrate’s letter dated 2nd 
March, 1971 addressed to his Commissioner (Ext. 13). 

231. After having looked into the depositions of the above 
official witnesses I am inclined to think that they cannot be 
taken as supporting the case of the petitioner as alleged in 
this behalf. The above patrolling party Magistrate (P.W. 
41) has stated that on that poll day (1st March, 1971) he 
was the Magistrate incharge of the patrolling party regard- 
ing four booths in Sitamarhi town, namely, Lakshmi High 
School booth and three others. His further statement is 
that so long the poll was going on hs was always going 
round the polling booths in his charge with his patrolling 
party on a taxi which was specially hired by the authorities 
for this purpose and that he does not now remember if he 
had submitted any report regarding the taking place of any 
disturbance at these booths of his charge and that in his 

resence there was never any disturbance at any of these 

ooths. Md. Muslim (R.W, 6) who on that day asserts to 
have been present at this booth from about 9 A.M. till 2.30 
P.M. issuing identity slips to the voters on behalf of the res- 
pondent just outside the gate of this Lakshmi High School 
booth has also stated ( vide his cross-examination) that so 
long as he Was there he always noticed the arrival of the 
patrolling party at an interval of about an hour and that 
one of those arrivals was between 11.15 — 11.30 A.M. To 
him (R.W. 6) the petitioner has suggested which he 
(R.W. 6) has denied, that during their above visit between 
11.15 A.M. to 11.30 A.M. the patrolling party men went 
inside this booth and when they noticed a number of 
goonda elements stamping the ballot papers and putting 
them into the ballot box they informed the Election Control 
Room on telephone. There is also nothing in the evidence 
of the above Magistrate (P.W. 41) who was admittedly in- 
charge of this patrolling party to say so. 

232. In their evidence the Subdivisional Magistrate and 
the Deputy Superintendent of Police (P.Ws 36 and 37), who 
were admittedly moving in the same jeep on that day, have 
stated that on that day when they heard about some trouble 
at this Lakshmi High School, they went there between 3 to 
3.30 P.M. but left it on hearing that a bus carrying some 
goonda elements had gone ahead and after going for some 
distance noticed that the officer-in-charge of Sitamarhi police 
station had seized the bus with its 30 — 40 occupants and 
after they were taken to the police station they (P.Ws. 36 
and 37) proceeded ahead. The statement of P.W. 37 
(Deputy Superintendent of Police) further, which the res- 
pondent (R.W, 47) in his evidence has denied, is that when 
they (P.Ws. 36 and 37) on that day had reached the Orien- 
tal School booth at about 4 or 4.30 P.M. that day the res- 
pondent approached and requested him to release that bus 
saying that it belonged to his relation and the men on it 
had come there in connection with the election work but he 
(P.W. 37) refused to oblige him. Even assuming there 
was such a request to him (P.W. 37) from the respondent’s 
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side, that has not any material bearing on this election peti- 
tion in view of the fact that it has not been proved that tnose 
occupants in the bus had actually participated in the alleged 
poll disturbances as to interfere with the exercise of electo- 
ral rights of the concerned voters or had forcibly seized the 
ballots from the polling party and consigned them into the 
ballot box. In fact, in his letter dated 2nd March, 1971 
(Ext. E) to the Election Commission, which was in pursu- 
ance to the latter’s query on some complaint made by 
Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh, the District Magistrate (P.W. 
43) while reciting the necessary details regarding the seiz- 
ure of the bus etc. clearly said that before they could com- 
mit any mischief their bus was seized and they were all 
arrested and they could not, therefore, interfere with fair 
and free poll in this Parliamentary constituency. 

233. No doubt, the District Magistrate has also stated 
about his having been approached by the respondent regard- 
ing the release of this bus and the men so arrested and his 
(P.W, 43) refusal to oblige him because the police has al- 
ready instituted a case about that matter. In his (P.W. 43) 
letter dated 2nd March, 1971 (Ext. 13) sent to his Com- 
missioner he also appears to have mentioned about such 
approach of the, respondent in this connection, Of course, 
in this letter (Ext. 13) he has set out the reasons which the 
respondent had given to him on that occasion to support 
his request for their release. They are, however, not very 
important for the purpose of the decision of the issues in- 
volved in this election case because, as already observed, it 
has not been proved that those miscreants had been at all 
able to disturb the poll as alleged. 

234. Similarly, the evidence of the Police Sub-inspector 
Prahlad Singh (P.W. 39) does not appear to be of any 
material consequence to the petitioner in proof of his alle- 
gations in these regards. As he (P. W. 39) has stated, on 
the poll day (1-3-1971) in course of his movement on 
a jeep along with some constables in Sitamarhi town as 
Striking Offlcer-in-charge of the police he reached near 
Lakshmi High School at about 3.30 P.M. where he heard 
a rumour and hue and cry that a bus BRF 5588 was going 
towards Mehsaul cbowk in the town carring on it about 
50 lathlals having lathis etc. in their possession and that 
they were going in that way to do marplt on other polling 
booth and then he proceeded towards Mehsaul chouk and 
stopped that bus there and checked it in presence of tWi, 
witnesses Hamandan Singh and Ram Swarath Singh when 
he found its occupants, numbering 31 including the driver, 
having lathis etc. some of which were in their hands and 
some were kept under the seats. His statement further is 
that on his enquiry about the names and addresses the ans 
wers given by them were not straight and then ho seized 
the bus along with them and took them to the Sitamarhi 

olice station where he instituted a case in that matter on 
is own first information and after investigation he sub- 
mitted charge sheet (Ext. 6) against them on 18-7-1971. 
He has also proved the sanha entry (Ext. 7) and the first 
information report (Ext. 8) of this matter. He (P.W. 39) 
has, however, admitted that the trial in this charge sheet 
case has not as yet commenced. An examination of hit, 
whole evidence does not bring out anything which can be 
regarded as supportive of the petitioner's allegations re- 
garding the alleged poll disturbances at this booth (Lakshin'’ 
High School booth). Elis seizure of the but, with those 
occupants who are said to have been armed at that time for 
which a separate case has already been instituted against 
them does not appear to be strictly material for the points 
involved in the instant case. 

235. According to the petitioner (P.W. 47) about 15-20 
days of the counting of votes he accidently met at about 
10-11 A.M. Prof. Sreeman Singh (P.W 18) while he 
(P.W. 18) was going to his Goenka College and he (P.W. 47) 
was returning from his office; in that meeting he (P.W. 18) 
told him that on the poll day when voting was going on 
Nagendra Babu Respondent) with 40-50 persons arrived a' 
the Sitamarhi Lakshmi High School booth where he (P.W. 
18) was working as the polling agent; arriving in that way 
those persons forcibly removed the voters in the queue and 
going near the Presiding Officer forcibly dragged him 
(P.W, 18) out from the booth by catching his hands; 
Damodar Jha of Sitamarhi was informed about these high 
handed acts of the respondent and his party only a little 
after by some one from the booth and thereafter Damodar 
Jha informed the Election Control Room at Sitamarhi on 
telephone; on that information in the Control Room the 
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patrolling party headed by a Magistrate arrived at the booth 
very soon thereafter and brought him (P.W. 18) inside the 
booth when he began to work ns rolling agent. His 
(PW. 47) statement is that Damodar Jha had also told 
him at that very time that on the poll day at abou f 
2-30 P.M. bus no. 5588 had arrived at this booth and it a 
occupants numbering 40-50 after getting down from it en- 
tered into the booth and cast some votes after forcibly seiz- 
ing them from the Presiding Officer and then left that booth 
in that bus which was chased by the Sub-Inspector of Police 
of Sitamarhi police station who had arrived at the booth 
immediately thereafter on receiving information and arrest- 
ed at Mohsaul Chouk of Sitamarhi town and that he 
(Damodar Jha) had also told him at that time that only v 
few minutes after the arrival of the Sub-Inspector at this 
booth the Sub-Divisional Magistrate and the Deputy Superin- 
tendent of Police had also arrived there and they also 
followed the bus on being told about its having gone ahead. 
He (P.W. 47) has also stated that he had also been toll 
about these incidents by Ramji Kuer (P.W. 23) about 20-22 
days after the counting of votes. 

236. Notwithstanding his (P.W. 47) above categorical 
statement regarding such information having been communi- 
cated to him by Sreeman Singh and Damodar Jha (P.Ws. 
18 and 29) there is, however, nothing in their (P.Ws. 18 
and 29) evidenco to say so. In fact, P.W. 18 (Sreemuu 
Singh) has in paragraph 15 of evidence said that he had 
not told anything about this matter to either Thakur Yugul 
Kishore Singh or the petitioner Hansu Singh. 

237. In paragraph 15 of his evidence the above Sreeman 
Singh (P.W 18) has volunteered that ho had informed about 
these incidents to Damodar Jha. The latter (Damodar 
Jha — P.W. 29) has in paragraph 6 of his statement said tha; 
when his jeep on that day reached near this Lakshmi High 
School booth he noticed a bus of red colour standing at its 
gate when he stopped his jeep and got down to enquire 
about that bus; at that very time Prof. Sreeman Singh who 
was working as the polling agent of Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh at this booth came and told him that the men of 
Nagendra Prasad Yadav had come on that bus and lie 
(Nagendra Prasad Yadav) had come on a jeep and had 
forcibly dragged him and the other agent Sitaram Murarpuri 
out of the booth and they had illegally cast ballot papers by 
forcibly snatching them from the Presiding Officer and 
hearing this he (P.W. 29) proceeded on the jeep a little 
ahead and telephoned the Control Room about this matter 
from the telephone of Jagarnath Sahi and when he came 
out of Sahi’s house he noticed Nagendra Prasad Yadav re- 
turning to his house on a jeep and also noticed those 
persons having got into the bus and left for west. In this 
connection the petitioner has invited my attention to the 
entry Ext. 9/a in tho Sitamarhi Control Room register and 
also to the entry marked ‘Y/T for identification. The latter 
dated 1-3-1971 at 11.20 A.M. speaks of the Control Room 
having been informed by Damodar Jha about the dragging 
out of the polling agents Sreeman Singh and Sitaram Murar- 
puri out of the Lakshmi High School booth. In Ext, 9/a 
orders where passed to tho Sergeant on duty in Town police 
station to look into the matter and report when he (Sergeant) 
was stated to have informed that the Officer-in-charge of the 
police station had already moved. The entry (Ext, C) in 
this Control Room register of even date at 12 hours sho vs 
that the Control Room was informed at that time by the 
Sergeant from the police station that the Block Develop- 
ment Officer, Dumra had informed him that Marwari School 
and Lakshmi High School are peaceful. The entry marked 
‘Z’ of the same date at 11.45 A.M, in this register also speaks 
about the situation in the Sitamarhi town being peaceful so 
far and effective patrolling going had taken place for the 
first time at about 11,15 or 11.30 A.M. that day. 

238. According to P.W, 18 (Sreeman Singh), he was 
appointed to work as polling agent of Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh at this Lakshmi High School booth under the polling 
agent form (Ext, 4/b). He has proved his own signature 
and that of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh on this form, It, 
however, appears that under this form his (P. W. 18) 
appointment was in respect of Sitamarhi Nagarpalika booth, 
when his (P. W. 18) attention was drawn to this effect he 
has not furnished any explanation about it. On the 
other hand, he has udmitted that in this Parliamentary ele- 
ction there was a polling booth located in Sitamarhi Nagar- 
palika. 


239. In his evidence, Sreeman Singh (P. W. 18) has spe- 
cifically stated that when the respondent along with his 
larhlals arrived at this booth at about 11.15 or 11.30 A. M., 
he (P, W. 18) was dragged out of booth by those lathlals 
under his (respondent) order and taken to the main gate 
of the School in that way where he stayed silently till the 
arrival at about 11.45 A. M. of the patrolling party when he 
complained orally to the Magistrate incharge of that party 
against that high handedness upon which he (Magistrate) 
escorted him inside the booth whereafter the polling con- 
tinued peacefully for about two hours when again respon- 
dent’s lothiah arrived there on bus no, BRF 5588 and 
forcibly snatched the ballot papers from the Presiding 
Officer. The above Magistrate (B.N.Mishra P.W.41) has 
not, however, said a word about his (P. W. 18) aforesaid 
complaint to him on that occasion regarding Inn dragging 
out of the booth etc. In fact, as he (P. W. 41) ha9 stated, 
there was never any distrubance at this booth in his presence 
and he had not submitted any report regarding any distur- 
bance at any of the four booths including this Lakshmi 
High School booth under his charge. 

240. Coming to the evidence of the petitioner’s other 

witness P. W. 23 (Ramji Kuer), he has admitted that 
in this Parliamentary election he was canvassing votes 
for Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh. He has also admitted 
that he had worked as his polling agent in this election in 
village Rajopatti and after casting his vote in his village 
booth which was less than 1 /4 miles from Rajopatti he 
proceeded to Rajopatti booth to discharge his duty as the 
polling agent of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh where he re- 
ached at 8 A.M, and stayed there till about 12 noon where- 
after he came back home and after taking his meal he left 
his house at about 2 P.M. to fetch medicines for his ailing 
son from one of the shops located by the. side of the Sitamarhi 
Lakshmi High School where he reached at about 2.30 P.M. 
when he noticed a bus of red colour standing near that gate 
and assembly of some persons which aroused his curiosity 
and then he entered inside the school compound and noticed 
that some 20-25 persons were coming out after having cast 
votes after stamping them and they all got into the bus and 
left for east," at that very time a patrolling party on a jeep 
arrived front west whom he informed that some lathials 
were going away into the above bus on which that party 

chased that bus. Ext. A/2 is his (P.W.23) polling agent 

form regarding Rajopatti booth. In his (P. w 23) cross- 
examination he has given out that day he first came to the 
Oriental Middle School booth and became the polling agent 
of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh at that booth and there- 
after he cast his vote and when he came out ot the booth 

he noticed that another person Rakesh was working as the 
polling agent of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh at that 
Oriental School booth and at that time, he learnt that there 
was no polling agent of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh at 
Village Rajopatti polling booth and so he went and worked 
as his polling agent there. There is nothing in his evidence 
to show that at the above Rajopatti booth wheie he had 
gone to work as polling agent of Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh he was relieved by some other agent of his so as to 
leave this booth in charge of that man and go away at 
nbout noon not to return to it again. There is nothing 
on record to show the alleged illness of his soil for v.hicn 
he asserts to have come near this booth (Sitamarhi Lakshmi 
High School booth) to purchase medicines on that day. 
No prescription has been produced about this matter. 
In these circumstances, his presence at or neai about this 
booth on that day it shrouded in grave doubts. I have 
already referred to his admission about canvassing votes 
for Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh in this election which on 
the face of it is pointer to his intense interest in him. Con- 
sequently, his interest in his case for the petitioner which 
is said to have been filed to avenge of his (Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh's) defeat in the election cannot be wholly 
rules out. 

241. As already observed, according to the petitioner 
(P. W. 47) he had been told about these incidents by this 
witness (P. W. 23) about 20-22 days after the counting of 
the votes, which, as already shown, took place on 10-3-1971. 
His (P. W. 23) statement, however, is that whatever he had 
seen and known at this booth he had told about it to the 
petitioner Hansu Singh as well as Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh on the very next dav of the poll, on 2-3-1971 
(poll took place on 1-3-1971), 

242. It is significant to find that in spite of petitioner's 
pointed allegation In the election petition regarding the res- 
pondent and his men having driven out a number of voters 
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from the queue debarring them from casting their votes, 
none of them has been named in the election petition or 
its schedule nor any of them has been examined in Court 
to say so. 

243. On the above facts 1 find myself wholly unable to 
treat the evidence of above non-official witnesses, namely, 
P. Ws. 18, 23, 29, and 47 (petitioner) on these points free 
from suspicion. On the other hand, they given an impres- 
sion that they have come forward to anyhow support the case 
of the petitioner being interested for him vis-a-vis this elec- 
tion case. 

244. As against the above, besides the denials of the res- 
pondent (R, W. 47) the allegations in this behalf have also 
been refuted on oath by the above respondent's workers Md. 
Muslim (R.W. 6) and Sonelal Rai (R.W.ll). He (R.W.ll)isa 
teacher in the Sitamarhi Lakshmi High School since 15.1.1939 
and Is also its hostel superintendent since 1962. According 
to him, on the immediate east of this school building there 
is a house of its clerk Jagdeo Narain Gupta and on the 
election day he (R.W. 11) was in this nouse of Jagdeo 
from about 8 A. M. to 3 or 3.30 P, M. in connection with 
the preparation of annual returns of their school under the 
orders of the Headmaster. He (R. W. 11) has denied the 
taking place of any disturbance of the alleged manner at 
this booth at 11 or 11,30 A. M. or at 1 or 1.35 P. M. assert- 
ing that the polling at this booth was all through peaceful 
and there was never any disturbance during the poll. Both 
of them (R. W, 6 and 11) appear to have been cross-examined 
with respect to their such denials and nothing substantial 
appears to have been gained on whose basis their sworn 
testimony in this regard can be discredited, Merely because 
he (R, W. 11) and the respondent come from the same caste 
can be no ground to doubt the correctness of his testimony 
on these points when he has stood the test of cross-examination. 
He has denied the petitioners suggestion Of being related to 
the respondent. 

245. Besides his above witnesses the respondent has also 

brought in Court the Presiding Officer Jagdish Choudhary 
(R. w. 38) to testify to the peaceful polling at this booth 
throughout. Being a responsible Government servant (Addi- 
tional Superintendent of Commercial Taxes), his evidence, 
as canvassed by the petitioner, cannot be called suspicious 
merely on the suggestion, which he has emphatically denied, 
that he has deposed so by suppressing the facts under res- 
pondent’s instructions whom he had met on the date of his 
deposition (5-5-1972). As he (R. W. 38) has deposed, on 
the day of the poll which, as he remembered, had commenced 
from about 7 A. M. and ended between 4-5 P, M., he was 
all along present at this booth in his capacity as its Presiding 
Officer and that the polling was all through peaceful and had 
taken place in the usual way without any disturbance, He 
has charcterised as wholly incorrect the suggestion that when 
the polling was going on that day, at about 11 A. M. the 
candidate Nagendra Prasad Yadav arrived at the booth with 
lathiah and forcibly took out the Socialist party candidate 
polling agent from the booth and again after two hours at 
about 1 P. M. the lathiais of Nagendra Prasad Yadav got 
into the booth and disturbed the poll and drove away the 
voters who were then waiting to cast their votes and then 
snatched the ballot papers from him (R. W. 38) and put 
them into the ballot box. He has further asserted that there 
was never any disturbance as above during the entire polling 
whether at 1 1 A. M. or at 1 P. M. or at any time before or 
thereafter, As it has come out in his cross-examination, this 
polling booth was inside a room of this Lakshmi High 
School and its big campus having a radius of more than 100 
yards from the building was surrounded from all sides by a 
pucca compound wall with only one gate in it opening 
on the road and the distance of that gate was 

more than 100 yards from the polling room. 

246. Having carefully considered all the above facts and 
circumstances I have not the least hesitation to disbelieve the 
petitioner’s case of poll disturbances at this booth as he has 
alleged. 

Re: Riga C.D. & C.M. Union booth No. 91 within 
Bathnaha Assembly Constituency. 

247. The petitioner's case regarding this booih is to b- 
found in paragraphs 28, 29 and 30 read with schedules I ani 
III of the election petition. As he has alleged, after the 


poll was over on 1-3-1971, at about 5.30 P.M. the respon- 
dent came on a jeep no. BRF 6451 to this booth and talked 
with its Presiding Officer and a little thereafter the respon- 
dent and his polling agent Bishambhar Sharma accompanied 
with the Presiding Officer left the booth with the ballot box 
and proceeded towards Riga Sugar Factory in that jeep. 
Consequently, the polled ballot box was not deposited in 
the election office that day (1-3-1971) but was sent to it 
on 2-3-1971 though the distance between the two, namely, 
the booth and the election office was only six miles. The 
petitioner learnt, trom Amar Jha of village Riga, police 
station Sitamarhi that the respondent and his above polling 
agent Bishambhar Sharma after getting the ballot box seal 
broken, got cancelled about 300 votes which had been polled 
in favour of the Socialist party candidate Thakur Yugil 
Kishore Singh) brought it to the notice of the Assistant 
office at Sitamarhi in that broken condition and as soon as 
this fact became known in the locality he (Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh) brought it to the notice of the Assistant 
Returning Officer A. K, Dutta who desired him to point It 
out again at the time of Its (ballot box) Inspection before 
counting. Accordingly, Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh drew 
his attention to this fact before the commencement of the 
counting by handing over to him (Assistant Returning Offi- 
cer) certain written questions and on finding its seal broken 
he (Assistant Returning Officer) did not count the ballot 
papers in that box and a reference was made to the Elec- 
tion Commission. The Presiding Officer was also asked to 
submit explanation with regard to the breaking of that 
seal. In schedule 1 the names of respondent, Bishambhar 
Sharma and the Presiding Officer (by designation) have been 
mentioned In respect of this booth as persons who had com- 
mitted corrupt practice (serial nos. 52 to 54). In schedule 
JTI relating to names and designation of the Presiding Officers 
and Polling Officers whose assistance was obtained by the 
respondent etc. in this election, the name of this Presiding 
Officer (I.akshaman Lai Das) finds place with respect to 
this C.D. & C.M. booth. 

248. The respondent’s specific denials of these allegations 
are contained in paragraphs 23 to 25 of his written state 
ment. He has emphatically denied to have ever approached 
and talked with the Presiding Officer after the poll was ovei 
and also that the Presiding Officer had gone with him and 
his polling agent along with the ballot box on his Jeep 
towards Riga Sugar Factory, He has also seriously refuted 
the allegation of non-deposit of the polled ballot box in the 
election office at the scheduled time. His denial is equally 
emphatic regarding his having in any way tampered with 
the seal of the ballot box in collusion with the Presiding 
officer and cancellation of about 300 votes of the Socialist 
party candidate, averring that the ballot box had been duly 
received by the authorities with its seal intact. 

249. The petitioner’s evidence to prove these allegation, 
consists of his own (P.W. 47) testimony besides those of hi: 
two witnesses P.Ws. 28 and 33 (Amar Jha and Ram Scwik 
Singh). In this connection he has also tried to rely up3u 
the evidence of the above Assistant Returning Officer 
(P.W. 42), the District Magistrate (P.W. 43) and the 
Magistrate who had received this ballot box in the Sitamarhi 
Treasuiy (P.W. 44). Besides these oral evidence, I have 
also been referred, on his behalf, to the Documents like 
Ext. 9/g, 10, 11, ll/a, 12, 12/a, 12/b, 14 15, 16 and 
20 . 

250. On behalf of the respondent his oral evidence con- 
sists of his own testimony (R.W 47), besides those of his 
four polling agents (R.Ws. 4, 15, 29 and 43) and R.W. 7 
(Baijnath Mandal), R.W. 13 (Bindeshwari Prasad Yadav), 
R.W. 14 (Mahanth Ram Sewak Das), R.W. 18 (Durga 
Prasad Sah). There is also the evidence on his behalf of 
the above Presiding Officer Takshman Lai Das (R.W. 35) 
whose Presiding Officer’s diary is Ext. G/2. Reference has 
also been invited on his behalf to certain polling agent’s 
forms (Exts. A/18, A/19, A/20) and Exts. 4/m and Ext.F 
which is the above questionnaire of Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh which he had filed before the Assistant Returning 
Officer (P.W. 42) at the time of counting of votes 

251. Before proceeding to examine the merit of pett 
tioner’s allegation in this behalf on fuct I would like to 
dispose of the legal point that has been urged in connec- 
tion with this allegation. 

252. According to the petitioner this alleged corrupt 
practice involving the procurement by the respondent of the 
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help of the Presiding Officer to tamper with the ballot box 
in the manner alleged and cancellation of about 300 votes 
of the Socialist party candidate is clearly covered by suh- 
section (7) of section 123 of the Act. As this provision 
stands, obtaining or procuring by a candidate or his agent 
or by any other person with nis consent any assistance oth-'r 
than getting of vote for the furtherance of the prospect of 
that candidate’s election from any person In the service if 
the Government and belonging to any of the 7 classes enu- 
merated in this sub-section constitutes corrupt practice within 
the meaning of this section. Among these classes, petitioner 
has confined his case to nos. (a) and (b) which speak of 
gazetted officer; stipendary judges and magistrates respec- 
tively. As argued by the petitioner, the Presiding Officer 
after his being vested with the magistrial powers during this 
election under Government notification dated 17-2-1971 
(Ext. 21) became full-fledged gazetted officer in the cate- 
gory of stipend ary magistrate, and, as such, any use of his 
assistance by the respondent for furthering prospects of his 
election clearly constituted corrupt practice under section 12? 
of the Act, The correctness of this stand has been chal- 
lenged by the other side with reference to the relevant 
materials on record, and I think rightly. 

253. The Presiding Officer Lakshaman Lai Das (R.W. 35). 
as he has disclosed, is an Accountant in the office of the 
Deputy Director of Animal Husbandry at Muzaffarpur since 
r-6-1966. He has further given out that he is a non- 
gazetted officer of the Government and cannot draw his 
salary and allowances over his signature because it is only 
a gazetted officer who can draw his salary and allowances 
over his signature; being a non-gazetted officer in his Depart- 
ment his service record is maintained in the office of hu 
Deputy Director at Muzaffarpur and not in the office of the 
Accountant-General, Ranchi where service records of only 
gazetted officers are maintained. His evidence further shows 
that his salary is paid on the acquittance roll over the 
signature of his drawing and disbursing officer as against th; 
salary of a gazetted officer which is paid on receipt of the 
requisite salary slip from the Accountant-General’s office. 
Ho has further stated that his name does not find place in 
the State Civil list in view of his non-gazetted status which 
contains of only gazetted officers of the State, and that his 
transfer and posting is not notified in the official gazet’c 
unlike the transfer and posting of gazetted officers which 
arc notified therein. The correctness of these statements does 
not appear to have been challenged by the other side. They 
obviously prove his non-gazetted status as distinguished 
from gazetted merely because he was vested with magisterial 
powers for the purpose of this election could not transfet 
his position into a gazetted officer during that period, 

254. The Government notification (Ext. 21) dated 
17-2-1971 under which magisterial powers were vested to 
a large number of officers including this Presiding Officer 
(serial no. 1119) categorically mentioned their vesting with 
second class magisterial powers from the period from 
26-2-1971 to 15-3-197 1 within local areas mentioned against 
their names. At the end it was mentioned in unmistakable 
terms that that vesting of magisterial powers to them was to 
enable the District Magistrate to put them in charge of 
armed force in time of emergency and not for the purpose 
that they could make use of that power to decide case. On 
these manifest facts ii is simply impossible to hold with the 
petitioner that by dint of such magisterial powers, which as 
already observed, was for a limited period and purpose, h 3 
(R.W. 35) status became raised to that of a stipendiary 
magistrate for that period as to be treated as a gazetted 
officer, even though basically he is a non-gazetted Govern- 
ment servant. On the other hand, he must be deemed to 
have continued his basic non-gazetted status even during 
that period with this difference that he was vested wi h 
second class magisterial powers for those days so that the 
District Magistrate, if necessary, utilise his services as in- 
charge of armed force in case of emergency and not for any 
other purpose. There is nothing on record to show thai 
by virtue of such vesting of magisterial powers there was 
any increase in his salary. So, he must be deemed as 
enjoying his existing salary which he had been drawing from 
before. In such a situation, the question of his being a 
stipendiary magistrate as such for that period did not arise 
at all. 

255. In the case of R, Subbanna v. S. R. Guru and others 
W.L.R. 12 (1956) 201] the learned Election Tribunal had 


held that the usual incidents attached to the office of a 
Gazetted Officer which distinguish such an officer from a 
non-Gazetted Officer are (i) the appointment of a Gazetted 
Officer is always published in the official Gazette; (ii j 
A Gazetted Officer can draw his salary and allowances on 
bills signed by himself; (iii) a record of his services is 
maintained by the Audit Office; (iv) the powers and pri- 
vileges of such officer are enumerated in the Financial Code, 
Civil Service Regulations and the Service Conduct Rules, 
From his (R.W, 35) statement, as referred to above, whose 
correctness has not been controverted, it is manifest that 
none of these incidents was applicable to him at the rele- 
vant time to upgrade his non gazetted rank to a gazetted 
one at that time. 

256. On the above facts, I have no manner of doubt 
that he (R.W, 35) during his employment as a Presiding 
Officer in this election continued his non gazetted status 
and was never to be treated as a gazetted officer or stipen- 
diary magistrate within the meaning of sub-section (7) of 
section 123 of the Act. It may bo noted that during his 
case within the abmit of clause (g) of this sub-scction (7). 

257. For the above reasons, whatever fault may have 
been of this Presiding Officer (R.W. 35), if he had rendered 
any help to the respondent during this election, but that 
could not be regarded as an instance of corrupt practice 
within this provision of law, namely, section 123(7) of the 
Act as to make his ^respondent) election void under section 
100 of the Act on this score. 

258. This aspect apart, an analysis of the facts and cir- 
cumstances, as they emerge from the evidence on record, 
it is manifest that there is no substance in the petitioner’s 
allegation in this regard and his case as set out, has to be 
rejected being devoid of truth, 1 have already indicated 
the nature of the parties’ evidence, oral and documentary. 
They have now to be analysed to find out how far on 
that basis the petitioners allegations in this behalf can be 
accepted as proved on merit. 

259. The above allegations of the petitioner contained in 
paragraphs 28, 29 and 30 of the election petition regarding 
this booth are admittedly based not on his own personal 
knowledge but they are derived from the information 
that he had received from other persons like voters 
etc. (vide his verification of the election petition). 
In paragraph 8 of his evidence the petitioner (P.W. 47) has 
averred that 3 or 4 days after this poll he had learnt from 
Amar Jha (P.W. 28) that at this booth no. 91 when the 
poll was over, at about 5.30 P.M. Nagendra Prasad Yadav 
(respondent) came to this booth on jeep no. BRF 6451 and 
going inside the booth talked to the Presiding Officer and 
a little thereafter the respondent, his polling agent Bisham- 
bbar Sharma and the Presiding Officer got into that jeep 
along with the polled ballot box and drove towards Riga 
Sugar Factory. His statement further is that it at that very 
time Amar Jha stated to him that Bishambhar Sharma had 
told him that by bringing that Presiding Officer in collusion 
they had got cancelled about 300-400 votes polled in favour 
of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh after taking them out of 
the ballot box. He (P.W. 47) has further said that on 
having learnt those facts from Amar Jha he asked the latter 
if he had disclosed the matter to any body else on which 
he told him (P.W, 47) that on the second or third day of 
the poll he informed Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh about it 
on which he (Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh) complained 
about it on telephone to the Assistant Returning Officer 
A. K. Dutta who in reply informed him that nothing could 
be done then and whatever was possible would be done 
at the time of counting of votes of that box. 

260. Amar Jha (P.W. 28) has deposed that on that poll 
day after casting his vote at about 10 A.M, in the Middle 
School booth in his village Riga he returned home for rest 
being a patient of asthama; after resting for about 2-3 
hours at about 3 P.M. he went to the dispensary of Dr. 
Munindra Jha which is situated by the side of the Cane 
Development Union office in that course when he reached 
this office at about 3 P.M. he saw some 10-15 voters stand- 
ing in que to cast votes and he proceeded ahead; on reach- 
ing the dispensary when he learnt that Dr. Jha was out 
on call and would return a little after he left the dispensary 
and came to a betel shop by the side of this booth from 
this shop this booth was fully visible when he was still at 
this shop taking tea, at about 5.30 P.M, a jeep arrived 
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there from the south side and stopped near the gate of 
this booth the respondent came out of the jeep and went 
inside the booth and seeing this above Bishambhar Sharma 
who was at that time sitting with him (Amur Jha) at this 
shop taking tea left the shop and went towards the res- 
pondent about 10-15 minutes thereafter the respondent 
followed by one chaprasi, who was carrying a ballot box. 
in his hand and polling officer came to the jeep from the 
booth coming so the respondent Nagendra Babu and that 
polling officer sat on the front seat of the jeep and the 
chaprasi kept the ballot box by the side of the polling 
officer; the chaprasi went inside the booth again and re- 
turned with two other ballot boxes which were neither 
covered with cloth nor sealed and he kept those two 
ballot boxes on the back seat and himself remained out- 
side the jeep; Bishambhar Sharma sat on the back seat of 
the jeep thereafter the jeep along with those three persons; 
namely Nagendra Prasad Yadav the poll ini officer and 
Bishambhar Sharma and those three ballot poxes left that 
place and went away; even after the jeep bud left in that 
way he (Amar Jha) continued at the shop and returned 
home at 6-15 P.M. after meeting Dr. Jha on his return; 
next morning at about 8 A.M. Basdeo Sharma whose house 
is by the side of above Bishambhar Sanaa, came to him 
and reported that previous night Bishambhar Sharma had 
informed him (Basdeo Sharma) that about 300-400 ballots 
of Thakur Yu gal Kishore Singh had been taken out from 
breaking the seal of the ballot box; after having learnt of 
such illegal tampering of the ballot box he (Amar Jha) 
came to Sitamrni from Riga by 2 P.M. train and went 
to the house of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh and related 
the whole story to him and hearing this he (Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh) telephoned about it tb Dutta Sahab who 
was election incharge at Sitamarhi and after finishing that 
telephonic conversation with Dutta Saheb Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh told him that he (Dutta Sahab) had informed 
him that nothing could be done at that stage and that he 
should remind hint (Dutta Saheb) at the time of counting 
for necessary action; the petitioner Hansu Singh met him 
(Amar Jha) at his village about a month after this poll 
and enquired of him about this incident when he (Amar 
Jha) told hint everything that he had seen and heard 
about it. 

261. Ram Sewak Singh (P.W. 33), who is the petitioner's 
other witness on this point, has stated that on that poll 
day after casting his vote at the Low'er Primary School 
booth in his village Majhoura, he had gone to Sugar Fac- 
tory at Riga; at about 5 P.M. (hat day he returned from 
that Sugar Factory and reached near the Riga Cane Mar- 
keting Union where there was a polling booth; when he 
reached there the polling at (his booth was by then over; 
there he was called by Amar Jha at the tea Shop where 
he (Amar Jha) was taking tea at that: shop Bishambhar 
Sharma of Riga and Bachan Singh of Majhoura were also 
sitting; at (hat very time a jeep arrived there carrying the 
respondent Nagendra Prasad Yadav und 2-3 other persons 
whom he did not recognise at the sight of that jeep 
Bishambar Sharma (eft (he shop and went to meet him; 
thereafter both Nagendra Prasad Yadav and Bishambhar 
Sharma went to the Presiding Officer inside the polling 
booth; Nagendra Prasad Yadav along with the polling offi- 
cer and Bishambhar Sharma as also one chaprasi and one 
other man came out of the booth; the chaprasi then kept 
two ballot boxes at the front seat; he (chaprasi) also brought 
two other ballot boxes and kept them in that jeep the 
jeep then started with Nagendra Prasad Yadav, Bishambhar 
Sharma, the chaprasi and one or two other persons and 
went: towards the Riga Sugar Factory after the jeep went 
away he (P.W. 33) left that place are returned home. 

262. From their (P.Ws. 28 and 33) description of this 
incident it is clear that they differ on some substantial 

oints. According to the former (P.W. 22) after the ballot 
oxes had been kept in that way on the ieep it left the 
place carrying only the respondent, the polling officer and 
Bishambhar Sharma, and the chaprasi remained behind at 
the booth. P.W. 33 (Ram Sewak Singh) has, however, said 
that the chaprasi also went in that ieep. According to 
his (P.W. 33) evident; the jeep when it left the booth in 
that way carried not only that officer, respondent, Bisham- 
bhar Sharma and the chaprasi but also one or two other 
ersons. According to the first P.W. 28 the jeep carried 
ballot boxes whereas this number according to latter 
(P.W, 33) was four. This difference in number may not 
have been so material but it assumes some importance be- 


cause both of them have tried to explain in details how 
those boxes were brought out of the booth nnd kept in 
the jeep before it left with them. 

263. As already mentioned the petitioner has given out 
that he had been told about this incident by Amar Jha 
(P.W. 28) 3-4 days after (he poll whereas he (P.W. 28) 
has given out this date to be about a month after the poll. 
According to the petitioner (P.W. 47) in the information 
that he had received from Amar Jha (P.W. 28) regarding 
this matter the Presiding Officer had been mentioned as the 
person who had left with the respondent and his polling 
agent on the jeep with the ballot boxes. He (P.W. 28) 
in his evidence has mentioned that officer to be the polling 
officer and not the presiding officer. Similarly, P.W. 33 
(Ram Sewak Singh) has also named that officer to be the 
polling officer of the booth. As already mentioned, in the 
information that P.W. 28 (Amar Jha) had conveyed to the 
petitioner about this matter he had disclosed that he had 
been told by Bishambhar Sharma, respondent’s polling agent 
that they had got cancelled about 300-400 votes of Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh after taking them out from the ballot 
box, He (Amar Jha) in his evidence has not said so. 
Rather, this statement is that he had been told so next 
morning by Basdeo Sharma (not examined) who as he 
(Basdeo Sharma) disclosed at that time had been told about 
it previous night by Bishambhar Sharma. 

264. Though he (P.W. 28) in his evidence has emphati- 
cally denied to have done any work in this election for 
Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh, but this appears to be un- 
true because in the cross examination of R.W, 14 (Mahanth 
Ram Sewak Das) it has been specifically suggested from 
petitioner’s side that he (Amar Jha JAW. 28) was helping 
Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh in this 1971 Parliamentary 
election to which he (R.W. 14) has also replied in affir- 
mative. Similarly, though Ram Sewak Singh (P.W. 33) has 
denied to have rendered any help to Thakur Yugal Kishore 
Singh in this Purlimentary election stating that he had re- 
turned to his village only 3 days before the poll and had 
never met him at any time before the poll or on the date 
of the poll, but petitioner’s own witnesses (P.Ws. 26 and 

27) have admitted that he (Ram Sewak Singh) was in this 
election doing works and canvassing votes for Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh. From this it is clear that both of them (P. 
Ws. 28 and 33) were helping Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh 
in this election who, according to the respondent, is the 
pioner of this election petition through this petitioner, who 
is admittedly an active worker of the same parly to re- 
venge his defeat in this election at his (respondent's) hand. 
This not only shows that they are interested witnesses but 
it is also a pointer to their scant regard for truth. 

265. As already observed, his (P.W. 28) statement is that 
next morning of the poll at about 8 A.M. Basdeo Sharma 
bud reported to him (P.W. 28) about his having been infor- 
med the cancellation of 300-400 votes of Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh at the instance of the respondent after break- 
ing the seal of the ballot box. This Basdeo Sharma has 
not, however, come forward to support him (P.W. 28) on 
this point. In the same way, Thankur Yugal Kishore 
■Singh to whom he (P.W. 28) asserts to have reported every- 
thing about this matter on 2-3-1971 at about 3 P.M. by 
going over to his place at Sitamarhi has not been brought 
to the Court to corroborate him (P.W. 28) in this matter. 
The above doctor Munindra Jha to whom he (P.W. 28) 
asserts to have gone on that day for his medicine and had 
returned home after meeting him Dr. Jha at about 6.15 
P.M. that day has not also come lo the witness box to 
speak about his (P.W. 28) such visit to his dispensary that 
day at any time. 

266. In the absence of his (Dr. Jha’s) evidence his (P.W. 

28) going to his dispensary more than a mile from his 
(P.W, 28) houses via this C.D. & M, Union appears highly 
doubtful. On being confronted with the question of the 
medicine that he (Dr, Jha) had prescribing him on that 
day after his examination he (P.W. 28) has tried to get 
out of it by saying that in course of that examination be 
had not written for hint any prescription but had simply 
given him medicine from his dispensary which was rather 
unusual for a doctor. It is somewhat unbelievable that, 
us he (P.W. 28) says, whenever Dr. Jha examines him at 
his house lie gives him prescription whereas on his exami- 
nation of him in his dispensary he does not give him any 
prescription but simply medicines which he eat. The above 



614 




THE GAZETTE OP INDIA : FEBRUARY 17, I973/MAGHA 28, 1894 


[Part H— 


betel shop keeper who, according to him (P.W. 28) was 
Ramcharitar and is still running that shop has not also 
been brought to testify to their (P.Ws, 28 and 33) presence 
at his shop at that time. In fact respondent’s witness (R. 
W. 43) has denied the existence of any such betel shop of 
Ramcharitar near this G. D. & C. M. booth and has given 
out names of persons other than any such Ramcharitar 
whose betel shops are at this place. It was surprising that 
the petitioner who was present in the court room failed to 
supply the father’s name of this Ramcharitar when asked 
to do so while R.W. 43 was being cross examined on his 
(petitioner’s) behalf (para 41 of R.W. 43’s deposition). Such 
an inability on petitioner’s part according to respondent, is 
explainable only by the absence of any such Ramcharitar 
there otherwise it must have been to petitioner’s knowledge 
to summon him (Ramcharitar) as his witness. 

267. According to the petitioner (P.W. 47), after he bad 
learnt of these incidents from above Amar Jhar he made 
enquiry about this matter from the voters of this booth, 
including Maheswar Thakur and Nageshwar Thakur of 
village Majhoura. Both these persons (P.Ws. 26 and 27) 
have been examined in Court. But they have not said 
anything about any such enquiry by this petitioner. 

268. It is admitted by Amar Jha (P.W. 28) that there 
was a public telephone in the Riga Post Office which at 
about 400-500 yards of this C.D, & C.M. booth. He has 
also admitted that the above Dr, Jha had also his private 
telephone at his place at that time. In such circumstances, 
he (P.W. 28) was expected to have tried to inform Thakur 
Yugal Kishorc Singh about this serious poll incident from 
any of these telephones. Such an attempt on his 
part that very time was natural because his interest in 
the matter is well proved by his statement that the very 
next day (2-3-1971) he undertook the trouble of going to 
Sitamarhi by train from his village and bring this fact to 
his (Thakur Yugal Kishorc) notice at 3 P.M. 

269. The above Bishambhar Sharma (R.W. 43), who was 
the polling agent of Ihc respondent at this C.D, & C.M. 
polling station (vide polling agent from Ext. 4/m) while 
admitting that this Amar Jha (P.W. 28) is his co-villager 
has asserled that in this Parliamentary election he (P.W. 
28) was working for Thakur Yupal Kishorc Singh and had 
also worked for him in his Parliamentary elections of 1962 
and 1967, He (R.W. 43) has denied to have ever met 
Amar Jha on the poll day (1-3-1971) at about 5 or 5-30 
P.M. While also emphatically denying the above statement 
of Amur Jha (P.W. 28) regarding their meeting that day 
at about 5 or 5-30 P.M. at the above tea shop and his 
(R.W. 43) going to the booth at the sight of the respon- 
dent’s arival on a jeep and their having left in that jeep 
along with the ballot boxes and the polling or presiding 
officer, he has also denied to have ever told Hasdeo Sharma 
or Amar Jha on 1st or 2nd March, 1971 that he had got the 
seal of the ballot box of this booth broken and cancelled about 
300-400 polled ballots of Thakur Yugal Klshore Singh by 
taking them out from the ballot box. He has also asserted 
that he had never any talk whatsoever regarding any matter 
concerning this booth with Basdeo Sharma, Amar Jha (P.W. 
28) or Ram Sewak Singh (P.W. 33) He (P.W. 43) has 
been cross examined at length and there seems nothing in 
it to disbelieve these denials of his. Tf he (R.W. 43) along 
with his candidate (respondent) had actually got any such 
malpractice practised by bringing the Presiding Officer in 
their collusion how could he be expected to disclose it to 
Basdeo Sharma or anyone else unconnected with his side. 
After all it was a very serious matter and if it leaked out it 
was sure to prove disastrous for his candidate as also for him- 
self and the Presiding Officer. For a man in his position the 
normal reaction would have been to keep it as secret as possi- 
ble and not to allow it to go into the ears of these persons so 
soon after its commission. There is nothing on record so that 
he (Basdeo Sharma) was so much in his (R.W. 43) confidence 
that he thought of disclosing this fact to him that very night 
to give him (Basdeo Sharma) an opportunity to convey it 
to Amar Jha (P.W. 28) who, as shown above, was working 
•n this election for Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh, the verv 
next morning. Merely because he (Basdeo Sharma) was his 
(R.W. 43) agnate and neighbour, be (P.W. 43) was never 
expected to disclose this most serious irregularity on his 
(R.W, 43) part to him and that also so quikly. There is 
also nothing to show that he (R.W. 43) had any special 
occasion to make this disclosure to him (Basdeo Sharma). 
As a prudent man it was only natural for him (R.W. 43) to 


give the matter a very strict cover if not all times to come 
but at least till the declaration of the election result. 

270. It is equally unbelievable that he (P.W. 43) and 
respondent would have dared indulging in all these serious 
acts in collusion with the Presiding Officer under the very 
nose of this Amar Jha who was in this election actively in 
terested for another candidate (Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh). 
If they were to do so they were bound to be deterred by his 
(Amar Jha’s) presence at the nearing shop from which he 
was well in a position to mark their activities, when they had 
managed to have the polled box detained instead of making 
it over to the collecting party where was the difficulty in 
there way to have their such object implemented after sun- 
set under the cover of darkness to avoid detection instead of 
doing so at about 5.30 P.M. when it could be noticed by 
anyone in the neighbourhood. 

271. In this connection the evidence of the Presiding Officer 
of this booth (R.W. 35) is very important. As he has 
given out, at this booth he had the assistance of 1st, 2nd 
and 3rd polling officer, who were Sarju Prasad Singh, 
one Gram Sewak of Runnisaidpur (whose name he does not 
at present remember) and Ramashis Sah, who was then a 

eon in the office of his Animal Husbandry Deputy Director; 
e. (R.W. 35) was all along at the booth throughout the 
whole polling period from 7.30 A.M. to 4.30 P.M. He has 
characterised it as absolutely incorrect that on that day 
after the polling was over at about 5.30 P.M. Nagendru 
Prasad Yadav came on a jeep and talked to him In the 
booth whereafter he along with Nagendrn Prasad Yadav 
and his polling agent Bishambhar Sharma left the booth on 
that jeep together with the polled ballot boxes and went 
towards Riga Sugar Factory, His statement further is that 
after the poll was over a patrolling party consisting of rifle 
police, one Subinspector of police and magistrate incharge 
came to this booth at about 5.30 P.M. to collect the polled 
ballot boxes when he handed over his polled box to that 
Subinspector Ramchandra Das for which he (Sub-inspector) 
granted him the necessary receipt in his own pen and signa- 
ture, which he (R.W. 35) had brought to Court (none of 
the parties suggested that this receipt be marked as an 
exhibit in the case so it remained with the witness) and he 
R.W. 35 had also granted to him (Subinspector) a receipt 
with his signature about it. This receipt, as proved by him 
(R.W. 35) has been marked as Ext. D. As he (R.W. 35) 
has also given out at the time of handing over that sealed 
ballot box to tbo Subinspector he had also made over to him 
other sealed packets which were all mentioned in this re 
ceipt (Ext. D) in the appropriate columns. He (R.W. 35) 
has emphatically denied the suggestion that he had deposted 
the sealed ballot box at Sitamarhi on 2-3-1971 and had not 
handed it over to the patrolling party at the booth on 
1-3-1972. Ho has also proved his Presiding Officer’s diary 
(Ext. G/2) testifying to its entries being ill his pen bear- 
ing his signature and according to him ho had made over 
this diary to the Subinspector of Police on 1-3-1971 at the 
booth while handing over the staled ballot box and other 
covers to him, Ext. 15 is the ballot paper account of this 
booth in his (R.W. 35) pen and signature and it is also 
stated to have been made over to the Subinspector at that 
very time by him (R.W. 35) in a separate scaled packet. 

272. From the entries in the above receipt (Ext. D) in 
prescribed form, whoso genuineness I have no material to 
doubt it is clearly shown that the concerned Subinspector 
Ramchandra Das, who was admittedly in the patrolling-cum 
collecting party had received 5 sealed packets and the sealed 
polled ballot box from this Presiding Officer Laksbaman Tal 
Das on 1-3-1971 and granted him this receipt in token 
thereof. About this document (Ext. D) the petitioner’s 
suggestion to him (R.W, 35) in cross examination, which he 
has stoutly refuted is that being related to the Subinspector 
Ramachandra Das, he (R.W, 35) had obtained this receipt 
by bringing him in his collusion at about 12 P.M. on 
1-3-1971 and on that basis he (R.W. 35) had himself de- 
posited the ballot box and other packets in the Sitamarhi 
treasury on 2-3-1971. He (R.W. 35) has also denied his 
being in any way connected with this Sub Inspector. No 
attempt appears to have been made by the petition to have 
this Sub Inspector into the witness box either as his own 
witness or a Court witness. If the petitioner was sure of 
the correctness of his allegation in this regard against him 
(Subinspector) he could have well requested the Court to 
have him as a Court witness so that he could cross examine 
him to elicit from him materials to show that this document 
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did not represent the correct state of affairs and had been 
created by his collusion with the Presiding Officer (R,W. 35) 
Ext 16 is the signature of the Circle Officer Bishwanath 
Singh (P.W, 44) on the receipt (Ext. D) which he 
(P.W. 441 admits to have affixed on it (Ext. D), after he 
had received the polled ballot boxes of booth no. 91 within 
Bathnaha Assembly Constituency in the strong room. As 
he has given out, on 1-3-1971 when he was sleeping in his 
house at Sitamarhi at about 2 A.M. that room. As he has 
given out, on 1-3-1971 when he was sleeping in his house 
at Sitamarhi at about 2 A.M. that night the Sub-divisional 
Officer sent him a message through a chaprasi directing him 
to go and accept the polled boxes of Bathnaha Assembly 
Constituency whereupon he went to the strong room of the 
Sub-divisional Office and accepted the polled boxes of this 
constituency and it was by then 2.30 A.M. His evidence 
shows that he commenced receiving the polled ballot boxes 
at about 2.30 A.M. and continued to receive them till 
about 9.30 A.M. on 2-3-1971. He has further given out 
that in that course he had received such boxes of about 100 
polling booths of this Bathnaha constituency and the boxes 
of the rest of the booths had been received earlier that 
very night by another Magistrate K. P. Mishra. The method 
which he (P.W. 44) had followed in receiving the ballot 
boxes in the strong room relating to this constituency 
(Bathnaha Assembly Constituency), as he (P.W. 44) has 
given out, was that each polled box along with the sealed 
packet was presented to him by the police officer incharge 
of the patrolling party who used to present them to him 
along with chalan concerning them and then he used to 
check up the entries of those chalans with reference to the 
materials concerned, namely, the ballot box and the sealed 
packets and after finding them tallying he used to pass them 
and then the ballot boxes as well as the packets used to 
be taken and kept in the strong room; before passing the 
challans to enable his men to accept and keep them in 
strong room he (P.W. 44) used to scrutinise the seals on 
the ballot boxes and packets and after finding them correct 
be used to pass challans and allow their taking to the strong 
room; the time taken by him for such checking etc. in res- 
pect of those ballot boxes and packets of every party was 
about 6-7 minutes. 

273. Regard being had to the above statements of the 
circle officer (P.W. 44) relating to the receipt of polled 
ballot boxes of this Bathnaha Assembly Constituency within 
which this C.D. & C.M. booth no. 91 admittedly lay, the 
question of the above Presiding Officer (P.W. 35) having de- 
posited the polled box himself at the treasury that night did 
not arise. His (P.W. 44) statements also clearly prove that 
the seal of this box as also the other packets when received 
in the treasury that night by him were found to be in order 
otherwise he would not have passed them for being taken 
into the strong room. In this connection I may also refer 
to the statement of A. K. Dutta (P.W. 42), who had worked 
as the Assistant Returning Officer of this Bathnaha Assembly 
constituency for counting of votes on 10-3-1971. As his 
evidence shows, before the counting started in his counting 
segment the seals of all the ballot boxes relating to his 
segment were found to be in order, He also said that 
when this ballot box was presented before him in his seg- 
ment along with other ballot boxes he found the paper seal 
of this ballot box (relating to booth no. 91) to be quite 
intact. As ho (P.W. 42) has further said, before the actual 
counting in his segment started Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh 
filed a petition alleging commission of some irregularities in 
the polling of this booth no. 91 whereupon he ordered this 
ballot box to be kept separate and not to be counted at 
that time and in the meantime when the District Magis- 
trate, who was the Returning Officer of this Parliamentary 
election, arrived at his segment he made over that petition 
of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh along with the sealed ballot 
box and other materials relating to this booth to him and 
he took them all to Muzaffarpur for needful. 

274. Ext. F. is the copy of the above petition of Thakur 
Yugal Kishore Singh which he had presented to the Assis- 
tant Returning Officer (P.W. 42) before the commencement 
of the counting of that segment. It is ..in the nature of 
questionaire without being signed by anyone. There is 
nothing in it to specifically allege tampering of that ballot 
box in any manner. It seems to pose some questions re 
garding paper seal etc, with request that those things should 
be examined and shown to the candidate if they were found 
to be there. In other words, these questions were in the 
nature of a probing enquiry to know how the matter stood 


on those facts. This document (Ext, F) is, therefore, not of 
any material consequence to the petitioner in proof of his 
allegation about this particular matter in controversy, 

275. Exts. 14 and 20 are, respectively, the paper seal 
account and damaged paper seal relating to this C.D. & D.M. 
booth no. 91. Ext. 14 bears the signature of Thakur Yugal 
Kishore Singh. It (Ext. 14) mentions that the polling agents 
were not present in the beginning or at the end. It also 
shows that six paper seals nos. 1235437-42 were supplied 
and out of that only one bearing no. 1235438 was used and 
one bearing no. 1235437 was damaged. This damaged paper 
seal is the bove Ext. 20 whose number as printed on it 
tallies with its number as mentioned in Ext. 14. 

276. In his (R.W. 35) cross examination (paras 60 and 
61) he has emphatically denied the petitioner’s suggestion 
that before start of the poll he had sealed the ballot box of 
this booth with this paper seal (Ext. 20) and that after the 

oil was over, in order to take out the ballot papers num- 
ering 434 he had punctured that paper seal and opened the 
box and taken out those papers to cancel them and that at 
that time he had affixed this paper seal in the ballot box 
not with gum but with lac (Lah) and that the mark of 
that lac was still present on this paper seal at the two ends. 
In fact, it (Ext. 20), as it is does not bear any lac mark 
at any place. From this witness (R.W. 35) the petitioner 
has taken out the procedure that are required to be follow- 
ed by the Presiding Officer while preparing the ballot box. 
by affixing the paper seal inside it and make it ready for 
poll (paras 35 to 38). He (R.W. 35) has also in paras 41 
to 43 of his cross-examination explained in detail the cir- 
cumstances in which the above paper seal no. 1235437 (Ext. 
20) got damaged while he was trying to affix it inside the 
ballot box as required by rules and how he had replaced 
it by another paper seal in order because of that damage. 
These statements are duly corroborated by the damage con- 
dition of this paper seal (Ext. 20) and also relevant entries 
about it in the paper seal account .(Ext. 14). On the facts 
as they stand, I feel no hesitation to disbelieve the peti- 
tioner’s case regarding this paper seal having been subse- 
quently punctured after the poll by the Presiding Officer to 
open the ballot box to enable him to take out 434 polled 
ballots and cancel them. As the mechanism of the ballot 
box is, in case the box had been sealed with it (Ext. 20) 
inside it prior to the poll any attempt to open the box afwr 
the poll by puncturing this paper seal must have torn it 
(paper seal) into two separate pieces at least. But this is 
no so. It (Ext. 20), as it is, is simply damaged at one edge 
to some extent otherwise it is intact. It has been taken 
out in para 37 of the Presiding Officer’s (P.W. 35) evidence 
that puncture of a paper seal is different from its damage. 
On the available facts, the condition of this paper seal 
(Ext. 20), as it is, fits in more with his (R.W. 35) averment 
about its being damaged while he was fitting it in the ballot 
box to make it ready for poll and his replacement thereof 
by another paper seal in order than the petitioner's allega- 
tion that it was initially affixed in the box but was subse- 
quently punctured to open the box after the poll. 

277. Ext. 15 is the ballot paper account in prescribed 
from of this booth no. 91 as nreparcd by the Presiding 
Officer (R.W, 35). As he (R.W. 35) has averred, he had 
prepared this account at that very time in his own pen and 
signature and made it over to the aforesaid Sub Inspector 
in a separate sealed packet along with the sealed packets 
accounts, In this document 434 ballots (serial nos. 601243 
to 601676) have been shown as cancelled against the entry 
'For violation of voting procedure under rule 39'. In the 
above Presiding Officers diary (Ext. G/2), as prepared by 
him (R.W. 35), in item (20) it has been stated that 100-150 
persons had created rowdyism during the poll and wanted to 
cast vote in an objectionable manner and against rules, and, 
accordingly, he (Presiding Officer) cancelled those votes. 
No. doubt, against item 24 of this diary relating to mistakes 
and irregularities, if any, during the voting he has put a 
X' mark. He has, however, offered an explanation for this, 
which cannot on the face of it be taken as absured, saying 
that since he had already mentioned about those irregulari- 
ties in item 20 of this diary he did not think it necessary 
to repeat it again in item 24. Similarly, he has explained 
his ’X’ mark against item no. 21 (2) of this diary by stating 
that he meant by that mark to say that no voter had caste 
his vote illegally into the ballot box during the election. 

273. In answer to the question by the petitioner as to 
whether he had cancelled any ballot paper for violation of 
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rule 39 of Instructions to Presiding Officers (1971), as men- 
tioned in item no. 4(a) of this ballot pajter account (Ext. 
15), he has given out that there was no violation of rule 
39 during the poll and the number of cancelled votes 434 
as mentioned against this item of Ext. 15, referred to the 
votes in violation of rule 48(a) of those Instructions to 
Presiding Officers and this he had mentioned because this 
column no, 4 provided for entry of votes cancelled for any 
other reason also. There seems no good reason to discard 
as unbelievable this explanation of R.W. 35 on this point 
which appears plausible. No, doubt, rule 48(a) strictly in- 
terested does not contemplate of entry regarding such 
cancelled ballots. This is, however, not so important tie- 
cause sub-clause (b) of cl&tisc 4 of Ext, 15 provided for 
entry of ballot papers cancelled for any other reason whereas 
sub-clause (a) of it required mentioning of cancelled ballots 
for violation of voting procedure under rule 39. In such a 
circumstances, if the Presiding Officer had noted about his 
such cancellation of 434 ballots in this sub-clause (a) he 
could not be deemed to have gone very much wrong. H|9 
mentioning of these cancelled votes In the column of sub- 
clause (a) instead of sub-clause (b) by itself cannot be a 
ground for disbelieving his version in this behalf because 
that may be just a slip of pen resulting from his tense mind 
in the context of the situation as it obtained then. 


279 The mere absence of the signature of the polling 
officers on this diary (Ext. G/2), which as already observed 
the Presiding Officer (R.W. 35) solemnly affirmed to have 
prepared at that very time in his own pen and signature 
and handed over to the collecting partv while making over 
to them other materials like polled ballot box etc, by itself 
cannot be a circumstance to entertain doubts regarding its 
genuineness. As it has been shown, this diary was luing in 
deposit in appropriate custody at the District Election Office 
and had been called for the Produced in Court from that 
custody. He (R.W. 35) has given out that he had forgotten 
to take the signatures of his first and second polling officers 
at this diary by mistake.- That this diary (Ext. G/2) has 
been prepared by him (R.W. 35) is also seems to be ad- 
mitted by the petitioner in his suggestion to him that he 
had prepared this incorrect diary (Ext. G/2) in place of the 
previous correct diary which had been prepared and duly 
signed by his first and second polling officers at the booth 
but he subsequently destroyed it without handing it over to 
tho authorities at the appropriate time and had in its place 
substituted it (Etjt. G.2). He (R.W. 35), has however, 
emohatically denied the suggestion about there being any 
diary other then this (Ext. G/2). If the petitioner was sure 
that he (R.W. 35) had actually prepared such a diary on 
which the fust and second polling officers had signed he 
could have well got these polling officers into the witnes., 
box to testily to that effect. But no attempt appears to 
have been made by him to have even one of them as a 
witness on this point. 

280. From the evidence of the District Magistrate (P.W 
43) it will appear that he had called for explanation from 
this Presiding Officer (R.W. 35) in connection with his 

above cancellation of votes during this election at this 
booth The first explanation was called m his (P.W. 13) 
letter dated 30-4-1971 (Ext. 12/a) . He (R.W. 35) sub- 
mitted his explanation in pursuance thereof which is Ext. it. 
That explanation, however, did not satisfy him (P.W 4 ) a 
full facts were not there. Accordingly, by his letter dated 
25-5-1971 (Ext. 12/b), he asked for his further explanation 
which he (R.W. 35) submitted in Ext. 11 /a setting out the 
relevant facts in more details. Subsequently, the District 
Magistrate in his letter (Ext. 12) dated 12-6-1971 referred this 
matter to the Chief Electoral Officer, Bihar seeking his advice 
as to what should be done against him (R.W. 35) in tins 
matter. As he (P.W. 43) has disclosed, he has not yet 
received any reply from the Chief Electoral Officer to his this 
letter. Ext. 10 is the copy of the telegram in which the 
District Magistrate ns (he Returning Officer had sought for 
Election Commission’s instructions about the declaration ol 
the result of this election in view of the allegations made 
regarding alleged tampering of the ballot box and the Pre- 
siding Officer’s report about 100-150 miscreants' attempt to 
forcibly put in ballot papers which he (R.W. 35) had reacted. 
As he (P.W. 43) has said, in reply to that telegram the 
Election Commission had informed him to declare tnc result 
without counting (he. ballots of that box because the margin 
of votes secured by the two candidates was -8,705, and 
thereafter he declared result announcing the success ol the 
respondent, 


281. Tho fact of his (R.W. 35) having signed on the above 
434 ballots which the petitioner has tried to use as a cir- 
cumstances in favour of his allegation that they had been 
actually taken out subsequently by him (R.W. 35) he has 
tried to explain in paragraph 74 of his evidence. Ilia state- ~ 
ment is that he was made to sign on them individually 
within about one hour by force. He has also stated that 
the hanfama regarding forcible seizure of those 434 ballots 
and their forcible stamping had taken place at about 3 P.M. 
on the poll day and that in course of that highhandedness 
those miscreants had tied mufflers in his neck and also in 
the neck of the polling officers and in that condition they 
had been made to part with them and also sign on them and 
then to tick-mark the relevant entries in the electoral rolls. 
He (R.W. 35) appears to have set out these instances in 
details in his aforesaid second explanation (Ext, 1 1/a) dated 
30-5-1972. 

282. The respondent (R.W. 47) has also emphatically denied 
the above allegations regarding his visit to this boolh at 
about 5.30 P.M. that day and carrying of the polled ballot 
boxes in his jeep along with that officer and his polling 
agent Bishambhar Sharma. He has also unequivocally denied 
his having in any way tampered with ballot box by bringing 
the Presiding Officer in collusion and cancellation of above 
ballots of Thakur Yugal Kishore Singh. It may be mentioned 
here that there is no witness of the petitioner to assert that 
he had actually seen such tampering of tho ballot box by 
tho respondent or any of his men in collusion with the 
Presiding Officer, and in this regard he has mainly relied upon 
the aforesaid documents like the Presiding Officer’s diary 
(Ext. G/2) ballot papers account (Ext. 15), paper seal account 
(Ext. 14), damaged paper seal (Ext. 20) and the above expla- 
nations cajled for by the District Magistrate, But, as I have 
already shown, they do not establish the truth of the peti- 
tioners allegations in this matter 

283. R.W. 13 (Bindcshwari Prasad Yadav), who is a prac- 
tising advocate at Sitarnarhi, had stated that on that poll 
day (1-3-1971) he had met Nagendra Prasad Yadav at his 
Sitarnarhi house at about 5 or 5,30 P.M. The reason for 
this visit, according to him, was that he had heard about 
some firing incident at one booth and so he had gone to 
enquire from him about it. From his (R.W. 13) evidence 
it appears that he was interested in the respondent from be- 
fore, and, as such, his going to meet him at about that 
time on hearing of such firing was not any improbability. 
His (R.W. 13) evidence is sought to be availed of to dis- 
prove the respondent’s alleged presence at the Riga booth 
which was admittedly at about 7 miles from Sitarnarhi (vide 
P.W. 42) at about 5.30 P.M. Similar are the statements of 
respondent’s polling agent Durga Choudhary (R.W, 4) and 
the shop keeper Baijnath Mand-tl (R.W. 7). They have also 
said to have gone and met the respondent at his Sitarnarhi 
house at about 5.30 P.M. that day. The respondent has 
examined his two polling agents at Majhoura booth. Ram 
Surat Singh and Bhola Singh (R.Ws. 15 and 29) as also 
the Gram Panchayat Mukhtya of Riga Durga Prasad Sah 
(R.W. 18) to say that Ram Sewak Singh (P.W. 33) was all 
along at Majhoura on that day. Similarly, R.W. 14 (Maha- 
nath Ram Sewak Das) of village Riga has come forwarded to 
say that on that poll day (1-3-1971) after casting hn> vote 
at his village polling booth located in Prabhat Pustkalaya at 
about 10 or 11 A.M., he sent to Sitarnarhi by train and 
while he was at Riga railway station to catch the train he 
met above Amar Jha (P.W. 28) at that railway station and 
both of them caught the train at Riga and went to Sitarnarhi 
where he (Amar Jha) went to the office of the Socialist Party 
as he was incharge of this election of that party. His (R.W. 
14) further statement is that that very evening he returned to 
Riga but Amar Jha did not return by that train from Sita- 
marhi, 

284. Thus, having carefully considered all the above facts 
and circumstances, I have hot hesitation to hold that the 
petitioner’s case regarding this booth, as alleged, has no 
truth behind it and it must be disbelieved. 

285. On my above findings regarding the different booths, 
as dealt with tinker this issue, it is manifest that the petitioner 
has singularly failed to establish the truth of his allegations 
regarding commission of corrupt practices in the manner 
alleged against the respondent, his election agent, or his 
supporters and workers with his consent. So also, is tho 
case with his allegations regarding the result of respondent's 
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election having been materially affected for any such reasons. 
Accordingly, this issue is answered and decided against the 
petitioner. 

Issue No. 5. 

286, In view of my aforesaid findings on issue Nos. 3 and 
4 it is clear that the petitioner is not entitled to any relief 
in this case, and his election petition must be dismissed, 
accordingly, the petitioner Is held entitled to no relief in 
this case. 

287. In the result, the election petition is dismissed with 
costs ; hearing fee Rs. 500 (Rupees Five hundred). I.et the 
substance of this decision be sent to the Election Commission 
of India and the Speaker of the House of Parliament soon 
and thereafter, as soon ns possible, an authorised copy of 
this decision be sent to tho Election Commission of India. 

C. P. S1NHA. 

PATNA HIGH COURT : 

The 4th October, 1972. 
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3Rfi 3UT, 3W 3ffafai|H 4f RUT 10—4) 4? RRyTWT if 
faq lRR RTRfa tgw^TTCr 34U «ff RTUU 4if UUR 4 
falft RRU 4 RT falft TT55T 4ff faRTU-UMT 3TRRT fartTU 
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arfau if, 

TIT. T.«r.-fa,U./279/72(17)3 

ty. y r . ifa, ufaR 

New Delhi, the 10th January, 1973 

ORDER 

S.O. 408. — WHEREAS the Election Commission is satisfied 
that Shri Khairul Atam, Village Karimpur, P.O. Nalhati, 
District Birbhum, West Bengal, a contesting candidate for 
election to the West Bengal Legislative Assembly from 279- 
Nalhati constituency, held in March, 1972 has failed to lodge 
an account of his election expenses as required by the Repre- 
sentation of the People Act, 1951, and the Rules made 
thereunder ; 

AND WHEREAS, the said candidate even after the due 
notice has not given any reason or explanation for the failure 
and the Election Commission is satisfied that he has no good 
reason or justification for the failure. 

46 G of 1/72—6 


NOW, THEREFORE, in pursuance of section 10A of the 
said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the said 
Shri Khairul Alam to be disqualified for being chosen as, 
and for being, a member of either House of Paliamenl or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of three years from the date of this order. 

[No. WB /LA/279 /72(1 7] 
By Order, 

A. N, SEN, Secy 


fafa aift wnu Jhmnr 

(faufat favFT) 

Tg 1 faeefl, 5 W4 <1, 1973 

4TT, 3R. 409. — BT. R’faj fa 4 0 'TRRl'f. 1973 4? tp fa u 
if b^r farfau soR/wr qtr m? trft fam t 1 

MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE 
(Legislative Department) 

New Delhi, the 5th February, 1973 

S.O. 409, — Dr. Nagendra Singh has resigned from the 
ofilec of the Chief Election Commissioner with effect from 
the forenoon of the 6th February, 1973. 

4iT. 3ff. 410, — ufatlFT 4? 324 4? (2) 4i 

RRyrwr if n^frfa snfa run ^ e 1973 ^ ifalF 
^ «fr A Rlfafaniu 4rf faufau aiF54U 4? TT fa ^T U 
4R^ iT 1 

pf.-^-12026/0/72-JT. 1 (fa. fa.)J 

4. 4. itnut. ufau 

S.O. 410. — In pursuance of clause (a) of article 324 of 
the Constitution, the President is pleased to appoint Shri T. 
Swaminathan, as the Chief Election Commissioner with effect 
from the forenoon of the 6th February, 1973. 

[No. A,12026/6/72-Adm.I.(LD)] 
K. K. SUNDARAM, Secretary. 


wfa fauru) 

favfa, 29 UH4TI, 1973 

4TT. mt, 411.— 'tufa 41 it U4" fa^fafURTR 1 ? ^dlfilt R4IT 
ufafautf, 1969 (1969 4T 54) 4^f VTU 26 4^ 3T-UUT (3) 
4 u^uw if, 4faflu U74TT7 tfT^ru tfmf 4uuu gue;- 

4fau fa. 4 ^fau aifyfauu 4 uufau tfal- 

4R°f (TTftw RUTW-TU URRf 202/l970 faufa 23 3T4R57, 
1970) 4 faTUfhRW ^ affa^fau RRlfr f 1 

ru. 22/39/72-UU-21 

15. RvRTUU, 3IR7 Iffar 

(Department of Company Affairs) 

New Delhi, the 27th January, 1973 

S.O, 411. — In pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 26 
of the Monopolies and Restrictive Trade Practices Act, 1969 
(54 of 1969), the Central Government heieby notifies the 
cancellation of registration of M/s INTERNATIONAL INS- 
TRUMENTS PVT. LIMITED under the said Act (Certificate 
of Registration No. 202/1970 dated the 23rd October, 1970. 

LF. No, 22/39/72-M(II)] 
S. BALARAMAN, Under Secy. 
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(fan ifan fanni) 

Wf fY 61-0 , 1 T)*.q 0, 19 7 3 

nr, wt. 4 1 2 - — fftfa win Tfftrr wfq‘Pr*r*r, 1934 % *t^tttw it Twwfr 1973 ft 19 wrfur ft Emm gw twitr % ftfa <far i^fannr 

1549 E'lO WTfftmT I'M 9 64^1 

♦ftfir fawnr t ti p; 414 ^ Emir tfft ufaim. — 

far . 18,02,98,000 (sr) WTTTritmTgWT . 1 8 2, 5 3, 1 1, 000 

ftraw Jr far . . 4943 , 01 , 94,000 (sr) wror % ttst tut jot 

ftftfr afawftwt . 17 1 , 65 , 38,000 

TTft fftt ftt <fft . 49111 , 04 , 92,000 tit . 354 , 18 , 49,000 

WT faw 17,52,08,000 

TITOT HTTK ft T;W 5rfa- 

TjfiTUt . 45,89,34,35,000 

4 fa ftEm-H fan wV, 

jrfw <ra . ^ 

’jpT^TRnf - . . 4961,04,92,000 $W WTfemf . 4961,04,92,000 


: 2 4 WWftY, 19 7 3 

1 9 WWTft 1 9 7 3 ft ffaft TTT TITO tfsWT % 4 fftr ft'OTT % Tim fan TT ftTEW 


OF 0 WWmW, OT 4 T 










^TTlTTfr 
wixfwfr fafa 

TPs^HT $fa TEW 

(tfYYfafafaftwft:) ftfa 
gfaTEw 

(ffaffaror) ftfa . 

cF£tn ftftftm tew (({faAiHfa (warm) ftfa . 

TTTTTfawt :— 

(n) TTTwrft 

(i) ftftn 6 c«;tt 

(ii) t|'»4 6 <.+ ('. 

(u) #W 

m 5 FJ$faw TTf®I^T t* 

(l) qrjgfaw Trwr EftWTrt $ft 

(iii) #k w^ffar wewwfa «kt 

(iv) wmtw 


(>t) Wm 

ifa faw 

TF'T 445(9 


writ 


5,00,00,000 


1 8,02,98,000 

1 50,00,00,000 

Tnit mr ftwr 

3,52,000 


ftwr 

3,06,000 

209,00,00,000 

nrfft ipft Tin ftw 



(t) wy 

1,33,1 5,000 

45,00,00,000 

(u) ftftrft ..... 

, , 

175,00,00,000 (IT) TRTTlft UitHTfW 

225,97,88,000 


ftftuff it TUT JWT TrOUT* 

1 69,12,56,000 


Eftir** ..... 
TEW tfrx nftir : — 

390,24,33,000 

60,61,25,000 

(i) TfWE nit 


10,02,98,000 

(li) TTTlTTTTRfTt+ 

TEWwkwfim 

98 75,46,000 

285,87,78,000 

(i) Tsnjgfft^r utEtstt . 

6,47,65,000 

1 1,76,03,000 

(ii) TTTTT HiiTTRi jfcrf git** 

300,22,71,000 

1,04,53,000 

(iii) jttT >ft 

4,83,89 000 

41,07,000 

gift TTW ((fftTlTWiiT frwft) ft fa # 
tew, nfiur wtr fattw 
(m) tew wtr srftrr : — • 



( i ) TTWT TTTTlRt >61... 

54,78,87,000 


(ii) TmTnprnfr iwt gfr 

24,23,98,000 


(iii) %rfrw Tjffartrw #*Pf tY 



( iv ) gift 15 ft ft'IH gft 

1 0,00,00,000 

75,67,53,000 

(u) wfajFHTl % fsWTTY iY ftftw 

1 1,23,62,000 

6 2, 1 7,7 5,000 

irftr ^ur (fwmw) wf«r fr 


392,14,98,000 

Al^cf ^ X ^ 

TI^Yn w'fa’falT' vn (^hftnsfYTT ftwft) ftfa tY 
tew, wft» tfft ftnw 

30, 1 1,40,000 


( T1 ) ftrfvTTT ft TEW ftr >4 ftw 

(u) ftwr tm ffTrr ttA ftft >ft wift /frifafi 

93,26,94,000 


^ ftftir .... 

45,0 1,90,000 


wtit wiftmt .... 

1 483,73,90,000 

TTft 

1 483,73,90,000 


^TTiift, wrTfsrF tut ftr wpt'pf#t afaTjftwf wiffar f i 

lift Tin (fafawfafa ftprft) ftfa ftr niftYw ftftftw tew ((tYfanfaYn fftnw) fafa Jr tr ftfa nt Efaw wifaw »nff $ i 
(TFjft gift Tin ( faftnfaYn ffarfa) fafa tY wnw tew ftv wfmr WTfaw % Tmj ttht Tncnrff ft fifaTfatrewftY ftrryrg wrfftr g i 
,| ‘fmft #gr fan ftfarr wfafaww ft httt 17 ( 4 ) (»r) 3ft ft wfarft fftff qr farm Pfa »fa 40 ,oo,oooT,tRTnfinT}t 1 

,: '*TFftir sift Trn (ft^^TTsfEr ftarra ) ftftr fttr tt^Tt gift ttt ffN/l^m) fafa % sim Trn aYt wfinr v ii ftn | 1 

wrftu : 2 4 T-TtA, 1973 trfreapt’WftPT, ipphl 

[ToipTe 1/ l/73-*fV®Wto I] 
iro*o jflTTUftt, WTT wftr 
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MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department Of Banking) 

New Delhi, the 1st February, 1973 
RESERVE BANK OF INDIA 

S. O. 412.— An Account pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1934, for the week ended the 19th day of January 1973 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


Liabilities 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Assets 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Notes held in the Banking De- 
partment 

Notes in circulation 

Total Notes issued 

18,02,98,000 

4943,01,94,000 

“4961,04,92,000 

Gold Coin and Bullion 

(a) Held in India 

(b) Held outside India 

Foreign Securities 

Total 

Rupee Coin 

Government of India 

Rupee Securities 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 

paper 

182.58.11.000 

171.65.38.000 

354.18.49.000 
17,32,08,000 

4589.34.33.000 

Total Liabilities 


4961,04,92,030 

Total assets 


4961, 0W, 000 


S. JAGANNATHAN, Governor, 

Dated the 24th day of January 1973 


Statement of the Affairs of the Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on the 19th January 1973 

“Liabilities * - Rs, Assets Rs. 


Capital Paid Up 
Reserve Fund 

National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions) Fund 

National Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 


National Industrial Credit (Long Term Opera- 
tions Fund 


Deposits : — 

(a) Government 

(1) Central Government 
(ii) State Governments 

(b) Banks 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Banks 

(ii) Scheduled State Co-operative Banks 

(iii) Non-Schedulod State Co-operative 
Banks 

(iv) Other Banks 

(c) Others 
Bills Payable 
Other Liabilities 


14S,7TT(L§6o 1483,73,90,000 


5,00,00,000 Notes 18,02,98,000 

Rupee Coin 3,52,000 

150.00. 00.000 Small Coin 3,06,000 

Bills Purchased and Discounted 

209.00. 00.000 (a) Internal 1,33,15,000 

(b) External 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 225,97,88,000 

45,00,00,000 Balances Held Abroad* 169,12,56,000 

Investments** 390,24,33,000 

Loans and Advances to 

175.00. 00.000 (i) Central Government 

(ii) State Governments® 98,75,46,000 

Loans and Advances to 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Bapksf 6,47,65,000 

(ii) State Co-operative Bankstt 300,22,71,000 

(iii) Others 4,83,89,000 

60.61.25.000 Loans, Advances and Investments from National 

10.02.98.000 Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) 

Fund 

(a) Loans and Advances to : — 

285.87.78.000 (i) State Governments 54,78,87,000 

11.76.03.000 (ii) State Co-operative Banks 24,23,98,000 

(ill) Central Land Mortgage Banks 

1.04.53.000 (iv) Agricultural Refinance Corporation 10,00,00,000 

41,07,000 (b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 11,23,62,000 

75.67.53.000 Debentures Loans and Advances from Nati- 

62.17.75.000 onal Agricultural Credit (Stabilisation) 

392.14.98.000 Fund 

Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 30,11,40,000 

Loans, Advances and Investments from 
National Industrial Credit (Long Term Op- 
erations) Fund 

(a) Loans and Advances to the Develop- 93,26,94,000 

ment Bank 

(b) Investment in bonds/dcbcnturcs issued 
by the Development Bank 

Other Assets 45,01,90,000 


♦Includes Cash, Fixed Deposit and Short-term Securities. 

♦♦Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial Credit 
(Long Term Operations) Fund. 

^Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

t Includes Rs, 49,03,033 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17(4)(c) of the Reserve Bank of 
India Act. 

ttExcluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agricultu- 
ral Credit (Stabilisation) Fund, 

S. JAGANNATHAN, Governor, 
[No. F. l(l)/73-B.O,I] 

Dated the 24th day of January 1973. C, W. MIRCHANDANI, Under Secy. 
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wsr.irr. 4 X 3 . — frsHifo RfaixiftRT (rftrfJm, 1934 % xrrtw ? rptrA 1973 r? 20 arctn Yt hrtrt *pr % fair ^ 


^ftRTR 

fcrai? 

w? 

PR? 

*nfmt 


tf%R ftRTR R 7a 50 RT? 
wmif* 

21,71,77,000 

4915,47,29,000 


Rl?RRfRwr?’h:^ftm: — 
(*) RTRST ? RlST JHT . 

(a) RnTr^RrfRRaryRT 
fR??ft 

A® 

R4? i'T fORiR 

RTTR TOR Af WR7 srfftVffftt 
tft ftftm faa ?k p? 

RlfTTSO-TO 

182,53,11,000 

artt ftr? n? s^r 


4937,19,06,000 

171,05,38,000 

354,18,49,000 
18,66,41,000 
4564,34, 16,000 



4937,19,06,000 


4937, 19,06,000 


aifftr : 3 1 imfr, 19 73 p° 3 ppq T tpf j Rank 1 

2 6 4TR4 *0, 197 3 lit for? ^ 'Y' jftR 1 RftlR ftTRTR % TT fol v J l 


ifon? 


■ffPTT fsff ... 

*A 1 4ltflRT ft Py 

731^ pf^r , 3 pr (sM+n-fft fontf) ftfa- 
tt^tt fffiSr ^ (fftrtftRRr) faf? 

Rpsjftr flfartfw RpR (’fNwfPrfwRt) faffr 

«RTOftnrt: — 

(v) <K4ilt) : 

( 1 ] fcaflR awir 

(2) RpniaWT? 

(or) 

(i) upftm arffoR 

(ii) apfRa rrr Rwrct to 
(lii) RT *Tpf«TO TTKT R^PKf to 
(iv) ww 


?R 



TOR 


TOR ^Roitt 


ITT# 


rr? TOfroat 


3,00,00,000 RR: ..... 

150.00. 00.000 RR? RT fipWT .... 

209 . 00 . 00.000 Es'wfrrm .... 

45.00. 00.000 afft Rk pi? RR for : 

175.00. 00.000 (t) Wt .... 

(a) ftotff .... 

(l) RWlft aRTRT fto 

55.65.86.000 Hr^vfV ? WT JTO R'RrRT* 

10.65.92.000 ftto** ..... 

RfR tfk afaR : 

274 . 97 . 64.000 (i) ?afrR awnc a? 

13.88.07.000 (ii) xmR7TprA4?t@ 

90.25.000 R?VT TOR RflTR : 

40 . 48.000 (i) apfto arftrw toi artr 

(ii) RiRRa^Tfotorartt 

(iii) priat .... 
RTRJTR yN TUT (PfoN'H fTTO-i) fafa % WT, 
afror *ftx fttor : 

(*F) R£R wfiPT : — 

(i) < 1 79 « <.qi 1 0 a? 

(ii) xm a^arcttoi tti 

(iii) tofft 'flfwtpp tot a? 

(iv) ffRpft-RrfRRRVt 

72 . 00 . 40.000 (a) tofrr tof % Wart R fator 

60.72.90.000 TR^tR ffa Rp ffm'ftrTR) ftfa R RfR till: RfffR 

TrRRa?an^fea>RTRR l kRft'R . 

397.05.85.000 RR$R tfftftfto R£R (tofarAft for?) fART ft 

Rp, rIrr *fk fato .- 
(a) ftoTR to a? rp FVt aftra 
(a) fwnr to 5 m artt fa? r? ulrf/Wtoi 
iffttor 

tor arferat- .... 

1470,32,37,000 RR? 


RR? 


2,7 1,77,000 

3.47.000 

3.25.000 

1 , 22 , 66,000 


198.47.93.000 

175.52.66.000 

402.74.69.000 


90,15,41,000 

6.79.45.000 
300,71,06,000 

4.47.04.000 


54.78.87.000 

24.09.21.000 

10 , 00 , 00,000 

1 1,23,62,000 

29.80.65.000 


93.26.94.000 

45.23.69.000 
1470 3 273 7,0 0 0 


TOafto orm <rik amirfft sffpftRt TOfto $ I 

jrfR rp (^ftorefta Owf) fafsr tftr Rrafta wftitfto ap (tofonffa fpirr) prfix ^ W ?it1w | 1 

«4tr rw f^Rnt) frfR ^ aw rtt Fk afinr imiRa Rff |, R775 tpr RTTpirf vt fir? aq 1 RWFft yirqry: unfRa t 

tftir# *rfTl <f5RT HTfsifim »ft OTTT 17(4) ^ wfU Rpf^fT -fTftW ’ft TftRrft f^wf 9T Sr%T ft? R? 40,00,000 PR? JITftPT f| I 

t'i-Tr«?k a?? ’nw (ifrfopftR ftw?) ftrftj- wft: TPjtR ffftr rtr (ftafftiipr) ftf? t rrtt Rpr ftr. aftR urrfRR | i 

P o TfRPtTRR, RT?TT 

^rfta: 31RR7fTt, 1973 [?a Rira l/l/73-?fo Wto-I] 

ro rc, rftrraFft, aniRfVR, i 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA": FEBRUARY 17, 1973/MAGHA 28, 1894 

S. O. 413. — An Accounts pursuant to the RESERVE BANK OF INDIA ACT, 1935 for tho week ended tho 26th day of January 1973 

ISSUE DEPARTMENT 


LIABILITIES 


Rs. Rs. 


ASSETS 


Rs. Rs, 


Notes held in the Banking 
Department 

Notes in circulation 
Total Notes issued 


21,71,77,000 

4915,47,29,000 


Gold Coin and Bullion: — 

(a) Held in India 

(b) Held outside Tndia 

4937,19,06,000 

Foreign Securities 


182,53,11,000 


171,65,38,000 



Total 

Rupee Coin 

Government of India 

Rupee Securities 

Internal Bills of Exchange 
and other commercial 
paper 

354.18.49.000 
18,66,41,000 

4564.34.16.000 

Total Liabilities 

493 7, 1 9,06,000 Tota 1 Assets 

4937,19,06,000 

Dated the 31st day of January, 1973 


S. JAGANNATHAN, Governor 


Statement of the Affairs of tho Reserve Bank of India, Banking Department as on tho 26th January 1973 


LIABILITIES 

ASSETS 


Capital Paid Up 

3,00,00,000 Notes 

21,71,77,000 

Rupee Coin 

3,47, 000 

Reserve Fund 

150,00,00,000 Small Coin 

Bills Purchased and Discounted : — 

3,25,000 

National Agricultural Credit 

(a) Interenal 

1,22,66,000 

(Long Term Operations) Fund 

209,00,00,000 (b) External 

(c) Government Treasury Bills 

198,47.93,000 

National Agricultural Credit 

Balances Held Abroad* 

175,52,66,00 

Stabilisation Fund 

45,00,00,000 Investments** 

Loans and Advances to: — 

402,74,69,000 

National Industrial Credit 

(i) Central Government 


(Long Term Operations) Fund 

175,00,00,000 (ii) State Governments^ 

Loans and Advances to : — 

90,15,41,000 

Deposits: — 

(i) Scheduled Commercial Bankst 

6,79,45,000 

(ii) State Co-operative Bankst 

300,71,06,000 

(a) Government 

(iii) Others 

4,47,04,000 

(i) Central Government 

55,65,86,000 Loans, Advances and Investments from National 


(ii) State Governments 

10,65,92,000 Agricultural Credit (Long Terms Operations) Fund 

(a) Loans and Advances to:- 


(b) Banks 

(i) State Governments 

54,78,87,000 


(ii) State Co-operative Banks 

24,09,21,000 

(i) Scheduled Commercial 

(iit) Central Land Mortgage Banks 

Banks 

274,97,64,000 (iv) Agricultural Refinance Corporation 

10,00,00,000 

(ii) Scheduled State Co- 

(b) Investment in Central Land Mortgage Bank 


operative Banks 

13,88,07,000 Debentures Loans and Advances from National Agri- 



caltural 

11,23,62,000 

(iii) Non-Schcduled State 

Credit (Stabilisation) Fund 


Co-operative Banks 

95,25,000 Loans and Advances to State Co-operative Banks 

29,80,65,000 

(iv) Other Banks 

40,48,000 Loans, Advances and Investments from National 
72,00,40,000 Industrial Credit (Long Terms Operations ) Fund 



(a) Loans and Advances to the Development Bank 

93,26,94,000 

(c) Others 

60,72,90,000 (b) Investment in bonds/debentures issued by the 

Bills Payable 

Development Bank 


Other Liabilities 

397,05,85,000 Others Assets 

45,23,69,0000 


1470,32,37,000 

1470,32,37,000 


♦Includes Cash, Fixed Deposits and Short-term Securities. 

♦♦Excluding Investments from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Industrial 
Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund. 

(^Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Terms Operations) Fund, but including temporary 
overdrafts to State Governments. 

'''Includes Rs. 40,00,000 advanced to scheduled commercial banks against usance bills under Section 17 (4) (c) of the Reserve 
Bank of India Act. 

1 Excluding Loans and Advances from the National Agricultural Credit (Long Term Operations) Fund and the National Agri- 
cultural Credit (Stabilisation) Fund, 


Dated the 1st day of January 1973 


S.JAGANNATHAN, Governor 
[No. F. KO/73-B.O. J] 
C. W. M1RCHANDANI, Under Secy. 
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;i ttitt, 1973 

«bt. tot. 414.— kfrowr arfrofrow, 1949 (1049 tot 
io^ri) #? ronr 33 ^ittt rtwt wkwro? tot tt?tNt tot# gij 
wro, htt#?to frw# ##1 ro# fwnfrw 97, frrr^rTTr rofroror 
tor?? ?“ fro arfufrowTO to 1 ? wm 9 # tototowt #? to##? 

yiqf^ l -T (##) fw. 37 frpwtwfgTT HTHWT ff 13 ^TOTTO?. 

1973 nro wpe w# in# 1 

(to) ##; to? towtothtto terro arrow Froqfwrrof 1 

(®r) H/ r wro r < ^<t«m (krai hh^t) faro #to to?? 

htoi#? wrw; ‘ 

[TO. rpr,. 15(3)#?. TO?. 3/73] 

TO? #E]2W7T,TOTO7 TOfroT 

New Delhi, the 3rd February. 1973 

S.O. 414. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
53 of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 (10 of 1949), the 
Central Government, on the recommendation of the Reserve 
Bank of India hereby declares that the provisions ol section 
9 of the said Act shall not apply to the Bareilly Corporation 
(Bank) Ltd., Bareilly, — 

(a) in respect of the immovable properties held by it 

at Farrukhabad and 

(b) in respect of the house property held by it at Jugal- 

ghat, Brindavan (District Mathura), 

till the 13th December, 1973. 

[No. F. 15(3)-B.O- 111/73] 
K. YESURATNAM, Under Secy. 


<mr 7 *r wft 4hrr frowrro) 

TO# 11 TOTOTO#?, 1973 

«I«W 

TOT. aw. 41S.— TOTTOTOT aifyfBTOTO, 1961 (1961 TOT 43) TO 1 ? 

VTTT 2 TO? TT3 (44) 3? (3) fTTTT TOTOWT wtroTOW?' TOT 

rowtro tot# 573 , to?#to TO7TOT7, #? w. tpr rorof TOt, to? TO?#k 
TOTTOTT 4 TTWrofrorr TOfWTOT#? #\ TOTOTO TOtrofTOWH' TO OCtfN" 
tot TOipf? TOfrrroT#? to 1 ? wtrororof tot wrotH - tot# # ?#t] ^ 
^tottt mfar^r tow?? # 1 

2 . to? wfro^roroi 22 totoht?, 1972 # jthi#? ##? 1 

[#. 201 (TOT. #. 404/2/ 73-TOT# #?#?#?)] 
t?T. t?T. dfjWTOF, 3TTOT B?roTO 

(Department of Revenue and Insurance) 

New Delhi, the 11th January, 1973 

S.O. 415.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
clause (iii) of Clause (44) of Section 2 of the Income-tax 
Act, 1961 (43 of 1961) the Cental Government hereby 
authorises Shri L. N. Verma who is a Gazetted Officer of 
the Central Government to exercise the powers of a Tax 
Recovery Officer under the said Act. 

2. This Notification shall come into force with effect Jrom 
22nd Januury, 1973. 

[No. 261(F. No. 404/2/73-ITCC)] 
M. N. NAMBIAR, Under Secy. 


TO# f#?#?, 17 TOTTO#?, 1973 
TOTfW 
wriW 

TOT. TOT. 416. — HT1 xfNr TeFTO wfyfwrow, 1899 (1899 TOT 
2) TO# OT7T 8 #? WTOOTTT (1) TO? T3TOB («T) gTOTTT 

totwt rkrow? tot toto?w tot# 3 $ tottor, ?#e 

^urtt^TOfi' tonIVuih totto TnjTTT®? r wh T# c , ‘fro## 1 *pr# 
to?, 1003 fsfkr wm? to? ttcf#? 1 ttstt ttofto wtott 
TOtyfrowH 4 to#?to tototto grot w? tw# wfV ## 4 
sktrorr tf^ro tot to#pt tot# to? fk) qror^roiTT oT^rr 
##? # 1 

[Tf. 6/72-T^FTO/TOT. TT. 47l/74/72-#?HT 7] 
New Delhi, the 1 7th February, 1973 

ORDER 

STAMPS 

S.O. 416. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(b) of sub-section (1) of section 9 of the Indian Stamp Act, 
1899 (2 of 1899), the Central Government hereby permits the 
State industrial and Investment Corporation of Maharashtra 
Limited, ‘Nirmaf Bombay, to pay consolidated stamp duty 
on one hundred rupees and pHise thirty chargeable on account 
of Refugee Relief Stamp on 1003 Debenture certificate, under 
the said Act. 

[No. 6/72-Stamps/F. No. 471/74-72Cus VII] 

TTTOPHpro TO?T rfhlT WTOTO TO?! 1 ) 

TO# ?#7#?, 17 TOTTO#?, 1973 

Jfjfynrr 

TOT. TOT. 417— H1TTO 4 71TOTOTO, HTW 2, 0nS 3, 3V- 

SORE (2), TOT#?Sr 15 3rTOTO#?, 1972 4 521 TO7 WW. TO?. 307 

4 tsto 4 wrtwrr Him ttctott 4 to? 1 ? 

#twi-W^TO TO?5 C •#? Tf. ] 5/7 27#Hr-?[vTO/TOT W. 473/l09/71- 
T?T. \ 7, WTT#T5T 15 TOWTOT 1 ?, 1972 TOT#? TOflTTEroWT t?) — “ froaTT 
TTHT # TOWHT TO?V T^TfUTTFr TO?” TO^ 1 

[TOT. TT. 473/l 09/7 l-#tWT 7] 

4 . WTOTTTHW, TOTOT TlfnT 

(Central Board of Excise and Customs) 

New Delhi, the 17th February, 1973 
CORRIGENDUM 

S.O. 417. — In the notification of the Government of India, in 
the Central Board of Excise and Customs bearing No. 1 J/72-Cus- 
toms/F. No. 473/109/71-Cus, VII dated 15th January, 1972 
published as S.O. No. 307 on page 521 of the Gazette of 
India, Part II, section 3, sub-section (ii) dated the 15th Jan- 
uary, 1972 — for “Patna and Mughalsarai In the State of Bihar” 
"read" Patna in the State of Bihar and Mughalsarai in the 
State of Uttar Pradesh". 

[F. No. 473/109/71-Cus. VII] 
K. SANKARAMAN, Under Secy. 


(#kk mwv TOT TO?! 1 ) 

^ ?#T#, 30 WTOFTOT, 1972 

TO I TOTOT 

TOT. TOT. 418. — TOTWTOT TOfir?TTOW, 1961 (1961 TOT 

43) TO? HTTT 122 TO 1 ? WTOTTT (1) ^TTTT TOTOWT wkw? TOT wfl 
5TOT frofnfd WTTTO? TUT# TOTOT# TOt#? TT#? TOTOT TO#TOTOTO? TOT 
TOTOFT TOT# ST? TO? 1 ? TO?# TO? TOfTOT^TOTOT #, 98 (TOT. #. 26l/ 
17/72-2IT# TO? #, miflTT 31 H# 1972 TO? HFTTO: TO TOWrft d 
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sfW t# 4 eef*t (i) *f Mh^n: tV f tS wsm 

an^m an^w (3 P#et), tee# ebe^e (2) j# t# fFWT^ft 

nfarfgg aiFm art#! Tift <i ]' ^tm 3nw e#We# 

4 stfjw re arftro V. fyu fauffrsr et*# =r?t<tr T 3rft 

afi^rt 4 «n# j# sett 1 tt teefe <$< * J : — 

E4 aiitj^i< Ei T' t^h 3## -srpnTE 

_ 3ffelTTI# 

(1) ’ (2) 

3, ETTJFFh am^Ff Carrfhfr), 1. ##p EriVn 

##p e^t ( yvym i FO , 2 . JFraf? ee?t.A 

*fET? 3, EE^'ET 

4. °n 9 'f t-ffTiVi 
!5. ETBTIT Erfrih-E 
6. ■qHmc *ii Eff^ET 
2. TRE## ErfW (^EFTT) 

4 arm? arhr^T- 
Pf# ^rm wr 
ar hifa ET E r 4 artfk 

Timr fast? etr airftfrt 

*f# TKrf I 

a. ?'t#t Epfyor ErfVEr, 
TMeil f < 

8. fETET ErfVET 

10. EEfVcr 

11. afETET ee^Vet, TTEEift 



12. t#rr#ETT E#V#E 

6. EE^r-TT 3frq^Er (3n#ET), 

1. EE?T> r R 

BTETTEG #3r, 

2. OTETTr? uiVft 

(EyeWTEUT), !!7F# 1 

3. BTIE E#VeE 

4 TTTT? ET?=Ti'« 

6. EHtm ^TTtq^TTT (3n#ET), 

1. #E5#f EtfnV 


2. fTEE#2 ETWr 

1 

3. ERE^E E#Ve? 

4. r^ETTEf ElfifiV 

5. Erfn% 

G. Erfr^r 

7. ErfriTr 

8. FlrtTvfd ErtnV 


5HfT 5 u ariHrE^EFtT ^trt tit au <4 9>< u )V> A , 4 1 4 RT Peter 
RT 3BT)I *## RTF TT #Er # ^EE# E^EE TT 3F?rtVw ft FTT 

ft 4ft- tee 3rrtr eePtiV, an# er tar# ft tee# pq^ft erf #i 
eh? Pettit u i 1 ti m?< iiiiuefAi ftt E# arttat, art * u 
arfii^tini t# rnTt® - # ste ft# tee eAe «£, ?mmh# t? 3nFT? 
etVee, te# ft Pter an teett nt# rtf 3ffPtf fr Pfft 
etft tf, ETfran; an^n-fl (apfhr) # Enry etPhft ##, jet arfy- 
e(^ft 4 rrnrtt ft# t# mfnn # tee Tar 4, tarrr# ttf 
etPVet, nr#, ft taran ft stiff nt# ai-xitrd fe f#arr 
*F(T #, eeistfft 3Rfff aiTEfTTr canftar) nt amrrfVrr tr #t 
an# 7 #, an tt# EFT^r 4 # TntnfT n/Au 1 

[#. 234 (qn. #. 26l/l7/72'3n# et. #)] 


(CENTRAL HOARD OF DIRECT TAXES) 

New Delhi, the 30th November, 1972. 

INCOME TAX 

S.O. 418. — Jn exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 
of 1961) and of all other powers enabling it in that behalf 
and in partial modification of Board’s Notification No. 98. 
(F. No. 261 /17/72-ITJ) dated 31st May, 1972 the Central 
Board of Direct Taxes hereby directs that the Appellate As- 
sistant Commissioner of Income-tax of the Ranges specified 
in Col. (1) of the Schedule below shall perform their func- 
tions in respect of all persons and incomes assessed to In- 
come-tax or Super-tax in the Income-tax Circles by the In- 
come Officers specified in the corresponding entry in Col. (2) 
thereof:— 

Schedule 

Range Income-tax Circles & Income- 

tax Officers 

3. A.C.C., Mysore Range, 1. Mysore Circle. 

(Hq. Qrs.), Mysore. 2. Mangalore Circle, 

3. Udipi Circle. 

4. Coorg Circlo. 

5. Mandya Circle. 

6. Channapatna Circle, 

7. In respect of orders passed 
under the Income-lax Act 
by the I.T.Os. of Bangalore 
Circle (Old.) 

8. Special Survey Circle, 
Bangalore . 

9. Hassan Circle 

10. Chlckmagalur Circle. 

11. Salary Circle, Bangalore. 

12. Shimoga Circle. 

5. A.A.C, Dharwa- Range, 1. Hubli Ciicle. 

(Hq. Q s.) Hubli. 2. Dharwar Circle. 

3. Gadag Circle. 

4. Karwar Circle. 

6, A.A.C., Bellary Range, 1. Bellary Circle. 

(Hq, Qrs,), Bellary). 2. Hospct Circle. 

3. Raichur Circle. 

4. Gulbarga Circle, 

5. davangere Circle. 

6. Cbitradurga Circle, 

7. Bijapur Circle. 

8. Bagalkot Circle. 


Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part 
thereof stands transferred by this Notification from one 
Range to another Range, appeals arising out of assessments 
made in that Income-tax Circle, Ward, District or part there- 
of and pending immediately before the date of this Notifi- 
cation before the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of Range 
1 rom wtiom the Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part 
thereof in transferred to and dealt with by the Appellate 
Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax of the Range to whom 
the said Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is transferred. 

This Notification shall lake effect from 1st December. 
1972, 

(No. 234 (F. No. 261/17/72-1TJ)] 


Blf 4 T#EF*R, 1972 


TTF. 3IT. 419. — SfTTTR ^rfwfBxnT, 1961 (1961 TIT 
43) T# «TTT 122 T# TMBItl (1) ?TrtT TTWT ^ i TTf l dl' TT 3## 
TEE 1 i#tEEW TEtrf EEET# THT# tie# Ert# 3 FT 7l f l TNrV TTT 
Wrt TC# 3 #e sTEf EPTEIT i# EE»# ^ 3rf#rE£TRT3rT 

tt# RAry «r *## TtrignTr f##V #ett 

# fn #T# T# 4 EfTEEr (D J# T#fEli#^ 7*## 4 E T ym 
3(EEmr snAjTd (srrfhr), tee# ebtr ( 2) s# p rLvq r ft TriVfe 
#i 3EFnR ErWdt ttt# sifr e# SRETTIE Eli 

4 ^frtj ’tWPrtT Err# orf# turm# 4 «n# j# 

SET# TF# TTT TEET T## 
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51 

wro wtker, atrf krf 

J2) 

wro ^rfWrfnrt, ar^MFr 

I. 2, 4, 8, 12, 13, 14, 16, 18 

dlft 20 (k^W) rfWfrf rf 
wfwrmrrsrf k 3rkk irk 
nnrrf i 

31FTO7 THTtruiVt nt, 3H£- 

wt 3 , 6, 6, o, aift ii (krfk) 
qr»r^ k? arftroVi 6iarf k 
nnfrr rf»ft RT*rrf i 
si i 'U *n< 3rk ?< <t I, sn^Mjrr 
7, 10, 15, 17, 19, 21, 22 5ffV 
23 (kkk), kV kkk 

rrfkrf i rfV 2, k? 

wN^ntnrr^rf k arkk rrk 

tfprtf i 

3TFI4R 3fk>ii?< ^1, (kkk) 
Brtkrf— i, 2, 3, 4, arrf 5 bht- 
^ k? <xkmtr?rr3tf k akk 
rnft BErrf i 

utisf ^ IT 3fk lyb *f| tfTnT rfsf 5)|i|4i< 0 [rfd, dirf ^TT kelT 

«tt Tim rf^ wr tr^ kr rf ^k kr rf arffffnr rf *dit 
rf ffrf wrm ntkrfr, *rrrf m krf m ^rrk krf *it»t 
rf kq be krkrkf k rfcmBETFr kt nrf anM, rf ?rr 
arhra^nrr kt rkkr rf sk T?rf Em kr k, krak =ns 
3fFT^7 ukk, Tlrf *1T kwT BT TTRfTT k^ BET q 
q* km Bm f, h?iw W(mr (^nfk) k bb^t frfktr *k, 
snr 5rhn^rr k rmrrf rfrf kt mrfBT rf ttb kr k, rfmrf 
w fikrf i. mk bt !ki bt tot rfk btb wrfkr 4R 
km Bm rf , mump wi?Rr (arkkri k ■sr^rkr *m rf 
mrfrf, rf 3mk ir^Rtr rf mkrirf ^km i 

W arhrB^rm 7 krrwrr, 1972 rf nmk rfrf 1 

[rf. 235 (ITT. rf. 26l/20/72-5(T| r rf. rf)l 

New Delhi, the 4(h December, 1972. 

S.O, 419 ,- — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (41 
of 1961) and of all other powers enabling it in that behalf 
and in supersession of all previous Notifications in this re- 
gard, the Central Board of Direct Taxes, hereby directs that 
the Appellate Assistant Commissioners of Income-tax speci- 
fied in Column (1) of the Schedule below shall perform 
their functions in respect of all persons and incomes assessed 
to Income-tax or Super-tax in the Income-tax Circles, wards 
and Districts specified in the corresponding entry in Column 
(2) thereof: — 

SCHEDULE 

Range income-tax Circle, Wards and 

Districts 

' 1 " 2 

1. Central Range-I Bombay. All casos under the jurisdictions 

of Income-tax Officers, Sec- 
tions, I, II, IV, VIII, XII, 
Xllf, XIV, XVI, XVIII and 
XX (Central) Bombay. 

2. Central R inge-1 1. Bombay. All cases undor the jurisdictions 

of Income-tax Officers, Sec- 
tions Iff, V, VI, IX and XI 
(Central) Bombay. 


3. Central Range-TII, All cases under the Jurisdictions 

Bombay. of Income-tax Officers, Sec- 

tion VII, X, XV, XVII, 
XIX, XXI, XXII and XXIII 
(Central), Bombay and Cen- 
tral Circle I and II, Ahme- 
dabad. 

4. Central Range, Nagpur. A1J cases under the jurlsdic 

of Income-tax Off! 
(Central) Circle-!, II, 

IV and V, Nagpur. 


Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part 
thereof stands transferred by this Notification from one 
Range to another Range, appeals arising out of assessments 
made in that Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part there- 
of and pending immediately before the date of this Nolili- 
cation before the Appellate Assistant Commissioner of Range 
from whom the Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part 
thereof is transferred shall, from the date this Notification 
takes effect, be transferred to and dealt with by the Appe- 
llate Assistant Commissioner of the Range to whom the said 
Circle, Ward or District or part thereof is transferred. 

This Notification shall take effect from 7th December, 
1972. 

[No. 235 (F. No. 261 /20/72-ITJ )1 

*r. m. 420. — 3 fm* arkkro - , 1901 cisei tt 

43) k fim 122 k to^iet (1) frm TYffr kkfnrf ^ srfr 
3tt kkmr grrk innf tbt 4 qrk irk aro srtrotrf 
JrkH- trrrk ipi 3 if( kk k arkrexm rf 123 (111. A. 201/ 
0/ 72 -snk kf k), mfk 26 ^ 1972 hfet: 13^1 ^^^ 
'ink kr#r irw^r m qtk Ecr^nTr kktfr kr f fk 
HW kf ^ w°r (2) 4 kkkk krf k htjeto 
3if^ (arfk), irok tshy (3) 
ntkk rf kkkk Hfkrf, mrf 3ifV kerf rf 
«rr ailW k ktj rfmfkff tr»k srrfkrnrf arrf aurt 

k “Ut' rf 3ft|rf 1’ 5fiT dTrlff ifkt i — 

w rf. kr 3 iffr Trk/kVrf ak km 


(I) (2) (3) 


krfr Tmrrfi- Brkrfr 2(1), 
2(3) airf 2(5) rf k rnmn 
rfttWI «rf 5rflFFtkffT I 

1. qnm# Bkrr 2(7), 

2 (8) 3 lrf 2(10) rf k 
srrtreR aifwirf 
ark^ikffi 1 

2. ^T"i Tik, k ffk, 

^i t, ?fcrk, , nN, 

3ikW[ kt 3if»r- 

mkfiT 1 

8. Tf-i jpi^ k Tik, 

ffkk, 7 kk arrf msrf 
siftrorf ^ 
srfwikwr • 


kr 

ciT ^ _ 

1. k^k kr— 1, 


2. kkk kr— 2, 

1 

3. kkk kr— 3, 

ipxrk 1 


4. kkk kr, 


9. krf 1 ? kr— 7, 
^r? c 1 

10. krf'r kr— 8 , 

1 
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(1) (2) (3) 

:l I tV CTTtm V i 

^ SlPvailPt a I 

23. 17, 2(1), 2(3), 2(5), 2(7), 

1 2(8) Olft 2(10) Tf 

yfVd- 

2 4 4 mf} armr 
srftru/} ariWr- 
PrUT 1 

orgf pr otPrij^rt fim sum wPVm, tit tt Pwt 
tt vett ^ eft f^r if ^frr ik tP eet tnr ?l fet 
T fff Tff otffr 7rlV?r, qk «tt Par?}- «tt Pnft efi rf Prt) 
>tc fxyfarf 4 TProrwFTm tP fs 1 apM, art un arPv^Hi 
unkr if sk Tpf th ik if, Parfrrt w srmrR nk%, 
W tt Parwr m sun Tt^ oftPhi rr P^tt jftt ewt 
an^w (anftar) ^ Try crikT *ff, pr arPti^m ^ eef# 
irNt Tft imkr if 3 r ik ^ P^rerf arrr uPr^cI, tps 1 ^rr Pam 
tt tutr 9^ eft amrfW «tr Pytt *ftt ms fit arr^r 

(onfk) jpt amfrr or ^ft armrft, art ierfit d Tkkff 

-t/hi i 

tit 3fPtTT£*nr 7 Pteett, 1972 if refR fMt 1 

W. 238 OFT. IT. 28l/ 9/72“3rrjf A ^)] 
New Delhi, the 4th Decemebr, 1972 
INCOME TAX 

S.O. 420. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 
of 1961) and of all other powers enabling it in that behalf 
and in partial modification of Board’s Notification No. 123 
(F. No. 261 /9/72TTJ) dated 26-6-1972 the Central Board 
of Direct Taxes hereby directs that the Appellate Assistant 
Commissioner of Income-tax of the Ranges specified in Column 
(2) of the Schedule below shall perform their functions in 
respect of all persons and incomes assessed to Income-tax 
or Super-tax in the Income-tax Circles, Wards and Districts, 
specified in the corresponding entry in Column 3 thereof: 


SCHEDULE 


SI. 

No. 

Range 

Income-tax Ward/Circlo and 
District 

1 

2 

3 

9. Special 
Bombay, 

Range VTl, 

Companies Circle Il(I). 11(3) 
and 11(5) FT. Os. Charges 
only. 

10. Special 
Bombay. 

Range-VIir, 

1. Companies Circle 11(7), 

11(8) and 11(10) I.T.Os. 
Charges. 



2. 1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th, 5th and 
6th I.T.Os. Charges of A-I 
Ward Bombay. 



3. list, 3rd, 5th and SthT.R.T.Os. 
'Charges of C-I Ward, 
Bombay. 

23. Special 
Bombay. 

Range XVH, 

All T.T.Os. in Companies Cir- 
cle-11 excepting 11(1), 11(3), 
11(5), 11(7), 11(8) and 11(10) 
Charges. 


Where an Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part 
thereof stands transferred by this Notification from one 
Range to another Range, appeals arising out of assessments 
made in that Income-tax Circle Ward, or District of part there- 
of and pending immediately before the date of this Notifi- 
cation before the Appellutc Assistant Commissioner of Range 
from whom the Income-tax Circle, Ward or District or part 
thereof is transferred shall, from the date this Notification 
shall take effect, be transferred to and dealt with by the 
46 G of 1/72—7 


Appellate Assistant Commissioner of the Ranee to whom 
the said Circle, Ward or District or part thereof Is transferred. 

This Notification shall take effect from 7th December, 
1972. 

[No, 236 (F. No. 261/9/72-ITJ)] 
Tjf P^ccft, 11 1972 

3W<T 

TT. ait. 421. — 3TTT357 OTptlPETE, 1961 (1961 TT 43) 

vm 122 Tf imim (o ^tm siPWit tt oift ot 
PrfW surrf tefP mff ofto snf rnRp TT 
Tut ir RFT^r tr tW, arck 3 tPif£trt tr- 49(281/ 

13/72-3R? 1 ^ #), TTTtkr 4-3-1972 if gtlT^r, imr-RET <R 

tvt ifrilPiFT, if PhhPi i Pw'I ifRiftrc- tott 

t, 

3TT if : — 

(1) ‘4; 5— tk, qsernwrr ^ nrr>k PY RP eiP gT rwr 
TTTTrm : — 

i . Prtk yP f, w-2, 4WT.tfi 1 

2 . Prrar - 4(3) (T1 T - TT«P tP Yy'T), TO Ttfi 

(2) ‘antTrikeT tk, 3rni8nf<-f tnrp} PWPwlW m 

■4U«II : — 

1 . bPVi, aiiR'riMk, stthbuIh 1 i 

2. ■aiRTR triktr, «k7 T <^^P?fit, ^sPW i 
mi — ’ 

(9) 'T^TFT tk, T^TEf R? RFT-} pRT fiPriPqd m 

1. anw Rpkw, t^'Tfi, "krir 1 

2. Turn rPVf, 4tr»ur, inP 1 

(4) ‘T err' par, *61KxlT ^ tlFTH PfiX ^fa Ptjlfl raT gTW:— 

1. 3TFFR nikfr, ?TTfT (T, 0 arft sr-rk), WTffl I 

2. Prtfr nP f W-7, eRT 1 }} p5T13T'4, TITT-rlT I 

3. Pr^tr ErPkwT-S, TWFft P3F3T-4, TOW 1 

4. Prtfr nHVi triktr-s i 

6. 3nw tlfW, *^fwi, klFFF I 
aiPirt^RT 15-12*1972 SDIT^ IfM I 

[if. 239 ('Ll. If. 20l/ 13/ 72-3mj c ^f)3 

New Delhi, the 11th December, 1972. 
INCOME-TAX 

S.O. 421. — In exercise Of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (43 
of 1961) and of all other powers enabling it in that behalf 
the Central Board of Direct Taxes hereby makes the follow- 
ing amendments in the Schedule appended to its Notification 
No. 49 (261/13/72-ITJ) dated 4-3-1972 as amended from 
time to time viz., 

In the said Schedule against: — , 

I. ’AK’ — Range, Calcutta, following shall be substituted:-— 

1. Special Survey Circle-11, Calcutta. 

2. District-IV(3) (Other than A to F — Wards), Calcutta. 

II. ‘Asansol’ Range, Asansol, following shall be substitut- 
ed: — 

1. Income-tax Circle, Asansol, Asansol. 

2. Income-tax Circle, Bankura-Purulia, Purulia, 

III. ’Burdwan’ Range, Burdwan, following shall be substi- 
tuted: — 

1. Income-tax Circle, Burdwan, Burdwun. 

2. Income-tax Circle, Birbhum. Suri. 

TV, ‘AO’ Range, Calcutta, following shall be substituted:— 

1. Income-tax Circle, Howrah (F. G & H-Wards), Cal- 

cutta. 

2. Special Circle- VII, Comp. Dist.-IV, Calcutta. 

3. Special Circle- VIII, Comp. Dist.-IV, Calcutta. 

4. Special Survey Circle-IX, Calcutta. 

5. Income-tax Circle, Murehidabad, Berhampore. 

This Notification shall take effect from 13-12-1972. 

[No. 239 (F. No. 261/13/72-ITJ)) 
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28 1970 

«BT. 3ff. 432.— arPTO 1661-0 961 W 43) 3$ 

tnrr 122 Rft otuttt (1) furr uw sr 3ift gu 

fcrfcmr jreI' REft srw trrfcRErf RTfrr 

qrctf 5/3, irr^ry arts', aPEft arfir^^r tf. osoft. tf. 

261 / 6 / 72 -an^ 5 ^ af) fllfter 29 1972 tf 3 F£t£sfr 

tf l yr^rr p r Pow f«?aT trtHpt tf, i— 


w ar^ff^ 4 , sr-fsr, e^tet, tEhr tfz, tEir, k’ far, 
E ff iif afr ‘bp far, tf REitf, tew 1 arf? 2 tf #rt 
wm ['•r-H TvfVUtf wr wit, :— 


V far, ESTtr 
tEfrr far, trek 


1 . •ft? trfW 4 , eot 

1 . trrttr tirWi 1 

2. ter# trtW, tEbr 1 

3. trfktr 1, h 1 

4. 2, trtk 1 

5. Prot^TTTR ttfW t ' 


'v far, 1 


‘ar far, 1 


1. ttfktr, 1 

2. rrfw (tr# 

apprpT) 

3. TPErpEfEr rrf^ai 1 

4. tPR?T STEER 

triVW, 

6. fkft’tf-EiR trfW 1 

6. fafrtrfW, pr%rrf 1 

1. 1. 

2. fr^k - tkVr rrfw, 

irvrf 1 

3. frretfRrti# ttfktr 1 

4. trfw r 
0. ter Efcp- trfW 1 


E; arf^ETT 1 wfl, 1973 # JETT# I 


[tf. 260 CRT. tf. 26l/d/l2-mt tff at)) 
#■ tf'. EFT, am gfET 


New Delhi, the 28th December, 1972 

S.O. 422. — In xccrcise of the powers conferred by Sub- 
section (1) of Section 122 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 
(43 of 1961) and of all other powers enabling it in that 
behalf, the Central Board of Direct taxes hereby makes 
the following amendments in the Schedule appended to its 
Notification No. 95(F. No, 261/6/72-ITJ) dated the 29th 
May, 1972, namely: 

In the said Schedule against ‘D’ Range, Madras, Salem 
Range, Salem, ‘A’ Range, Madurai and 'B‘ Range, Madurai 
under columns 1 and 2, the following shall be respectively 
substituted, namely: — 


‘D’ Range, Madias. 

1. City Circle IV, Madras, 
Salem Range, Salem 1. Salem Circle. 

2. Company Circle, Salem. 
3; Circle I, Salem. 

4. Circle II, Salem. 

5. Vellore Circle, 


'A’ Range, Madurai 1. Company Circle, Madurai. 

2. Karaikudi Circle (all Sec- 
tions). 

3. Ramanathapuram Circle. 

4. Estate Duty-cum-Income- 
tax Circle, Madurai. 

5. Virudhunagar Circle. 

6. Special Circle, Madurai, 

'B’ Range, Madurai 1. Madurai Circle. 

2. Special Survey Circle, Madu- 
rai. 

3. Tirunelvcli Circle. 

4. Tnticorin Circle. 

5. Nagercoil Circle. 

This notification shall take effect from 1st January, 1973 

[No, 250(F. No, 261/6/72-ITJ)] 
P. K. SHARAN, Under Secv. 


Tif ‘hpcfr, 1 3RPT#, 1973 

fcm .— steer srfuf-FPT, leei wit 271 3 rf? 273 tf 
artfk irnfET'T5ftfW trmrf tf Trrtfaitptf w ^ =t 

f T-i I if M I- — 

3 trt*r arfafatirpr, i 96 i urn 119 (2) w ^ snfk aipftr 
trr. an. 423.— 3 teer arftifwT, 1961 (1951 rtt 43) tff tim 

119 T# TRJTTT (2) # BE® (T5 £17T JEW SfltEUtf Sift frfW 
3# tEftf spffrt TTcft IF# 3TW TltREtf ET Eftf R# 5/7 

srfa amf stnV, tt. tf. 234/41/72-3^ tft gits' t?r tft), 
m/flT 30 3TTOT, 1972 tf 3rf?W OTFtlW f, ^#7 JRT^T 

et artf w^mrr frftjk 5 “ fr; tw arrffr tf 'fT 

1 tf (2) tf, “1973 'fi'f TTrf tfiT JRRJ f^T=T” ?mt, 

3 jfV afrf, sr?f ti# tf 3 nf iff, tf wet <r “1973 

tf) TTk TT m fTT" tfET. 3ISR 3lfl 3H5 TTP/f I 

[tfiT. f-264/4l/72-31Tf ^ (3rr?kDft): 

tif, twt arm, rNt 


New Delhi, the 1st January, 1973 

SUBJECT:- — Penalty under sections 271 and 273 of the Income- 
tax Act, 1961— Not to initiate proceedings in cer- 
tain cases. 

Order under section 119(2)(a) of the Income-tax Act, 1961 : 

S.O. 423.- — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(a) of sub-rule (2) of section 119 of the income-tax Act, 
1961 (43 of 1961), and all oilier powers enabling it in this 
behalf, and in partial modification of its Order F. No. 284/ 
41/72-IT([nv), dated 30th August, 1972, the Central Board 
of Direct Taxes hereby directs that, in clause (ii) of paragraph 
1 of the said Order, for the words, letters and figures “1st 
day of January, 1973”, wherever they occur, the words, letters 
and figures “1st day of March, 1973” shall be substituted. 

[F. No. 284/4 l/72-IT(Inv)] 
J. RAMA IYER, Secy. 

wm TOjnfim 

?WTTT, 21 TEE, 1972 

WT. 3R. 424.— fktPT, 1944 tf 
fWT 5 tf 9TTTT R7T TErfa- RiTff 5/7 

'RT^TET, P1TWFTT3 3PTTTT ^ H T Tgtffcl' tr tf TT 
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arfaq>i?T ^ Y'tototo Rq Ekgkr 4 

F TO?TOf UT TO gt, 3TT^ URf^htf *f <^#r TOTOTTO 1 
kFTTO, 1944 4 klTOTO 173-qTO 4 3Ttfkf TOTO^TOf ^ 7PT q i SW l t 
to totIto qrot 4 kror mhr^ir totot 37 , sit q^Fror ProWi 
Ff krkrkfe *ftm to arfr q^/qftrrojrt ^ ar»ik tottoftt 

*6?" *il4« \A(J TO TOT TO" TOTTt^T 3 J^r4i qk -llutfl k TO^yTT 

t I I 

[IT. l/q^/72] 
i-i H . 4f. V *4 . TO", TTTOfTrr 

CENTRAL EXCISE COLLECTORATE 


Pfeeft, 30 TOTOrtf, 1973 

froron - ) 

to. an. 426.— TOT-rJl Ptotot, 1866 4 from" 3 tot 6 
4 tot qW ?ror^ sHTiPtow, 1965 does to 42 ) qft am 
4 4\ totottt 3 4 tos (to) 4 to^totto tf, q>#k ttott »ft 
TO". TO. TOTOT 4 W TO TOT. TOT. TOTOft, ?TOrTO P*l q\t 
TOTO TOITO, TO C PTrvft 1TOT# qis 1 4 TO TOTOFTO ^ 
to to QTOfnrr Ptoto/tto TOrft ^ srfr tottto tout 4 fWro 
totto tottot qft toPtfttotot tt. TO.arr. 419 (?) Ptotoft; 12 
5 ^ 1972 4f to! tot totototo qroft f, TOfro =— 


Allahabad, the 21st November, 1972 

S.O. 424. — Tn exercise of the powers conferred by Rule 
5 of the Central Excise Rules, 1944, I hereby authorise the 
officers not below the rank of an Assistant Collector of Cen- 
tral Excise in the Allahabad Central Excise Collcctorote, to 
exercise within their respective jurisdictions, the powers of the 
Collector under Rule 173 L of the Central Excise Rule 1944, 
in regard to refund of duty on goods returned to Factory to 
the extent and subject to the ccmditions/Eimitations specified 
in the aforesaid rule. 

[No. l/CE/72] 
M. V. N. RAO, Collector. 

‘Mxr wwm tototot 

TOf fawfr, 29 TOTOTOF 1973 

to. sit. 425. — -tot from 1954 4 from 4 tot 
5 ^ tot qPsro tot arPTOProror, 1953 (1953 to 29) 
qft TOT 4 ut TOTOTTT (3) 4 0TOS (TO fTOTT 

8TTO TOptMTOT TO TOtFt qfilp ^ TOTOT 4ft Q. WP. 

Profita 4 q^ ttoft to 4 qr ^ Prur toft to «ft 4. 4. tftot, 

TOtroimr Frek, qp tot qte 1 4 

m; TOTOT ^ TO" Tf TO^qm Proq/FT TO^t ^ 3lf7 ’TT7TO TOTOT 
q} fq^TT TOPTF RMTTOT qft arpTF^TOTOT TO. TO.TOT. 288 (I) ~ 

Prorofq; 13 torV, 1972 k PtototoPtto arfr to! totoHito qrofr 

tptft; — ■ 

qTOf ^rfrjT^TOq tf 1 tototto 9 xT®TT TOti TOU^TT TOTri^ 4 
totr to froqiw wra Tm toto ■, TOTfq; ■.— 

"9. ql #. tttot, TOtrorkror T^mrirroT 'rt. to, 

^krtirk, ukrTOTT^ 1 ” 

[TO ^-12012(l)/71-TOfs/t3] 
MINISTRY OF FOREIGN TRADE 

New Delhi, the 29th January; 1973 


stot Ti <-yq h 1 amnffr a i toR rt, qprfq; ( 4 ) 4 nimt 
^ irMcs 4 toft q? TR'mfqq iriVke qk TOroft, 

totft; ;— 

tot, tot. ATO iF ft , kr^Tq;, knf?r «rom jttotot, 
i” 

[29(i)-mfeoft)/72] 


New Delhi, the 30th January, 1973 
(CARDAMOM CONTROL) 


S.O. 426.. — In pursuance of clause (d) of sub-section (3) of 
section 4 of the Cardamom Act, 1965 (42 of 1965), read with 
rules 3 and 5 of the Cardamom Rules, 1966, the Central 
Government hereby appoints Shri L. N. Saknali, Director, 
Ministry of Foreign Trade, New Delhi, as a mcmbci of the 
Cardamom Board, vice Shri N. N. Malhati, and 
makes the following amendment in the notification of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Foreign Trade 
No. S.O. 419(E) dated the 12th June, 1972, namely:— 

Tn the Table under the said notification, for f he entry against 
serial No. (4), the following entry shall be substituted, 
namely : — 


"Shri L. N. Saklani, Director, Ministry of Foreign Trade, 
New Delhi.” 


[No. 29(1) Plant(B)/72] 


TO. TO. 427.— STOFTOft fcPTOT, 1966 4 FmPT, 3 TTOT 5 
4 aft q-fero smroft arhrfroqro, 1965 (1965 to 42 ) qft tott 
4 qk totjttt ( 3 ) ms (^.) q^ to, TOrqnr 

TT^qq, TTTTOT, TOTT TOT tTOTFT 4 TOFT qT “71 H- 
fkr-iVTqrq;, tottot, TOmfr q^ qts 1 ^ m; tttto" 
4 m Ff oei^qm kro,qT qR# ^ bto toft ttoto 4 
tottf TOqmro qrf 3iftrr[^TO to to.to. 419 (i) fqrofq; 12 
^T, 1972 ^ krTOtTOr TrqihFT TOfft orofir;.. 'i— 

^TOT 4 TOmffT TOnfr TO, Wf (3) 4 TOTO4 

ff TO? 1 qfqfcB 4 TOFT TO ITOTOITOT UT'-JlF 5 qk TOtpft, 
TOukr; : — 


S.O. 425. — In exercise of the powers conferred by clause 
(a) of sub-section (3) of Section 4 of the Tea Act, 1953 
(29 of 1953), read with rules 4 and 5 of the Tea Rules, 1954, 
the Central Government hereby appoints Shri K. J. Tanna, 
Glcnmorgun Estate, Glcnmorcan P.O. Nilgiris as a member 
of the Tea Board in the vacancy cause by the risignation 
of Shri A. D. Peacock and makes the following further 
amendment to the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Foreign T rade No. S.O. 288(E) dated the 
13th April, 1972 namely:— 

hi the said notification, for serial No, 9 and the entry 
relating thereto, the following serial No. shall b* 
substituted, namely : — 

" 9 - Shri K. J. Tunna, Glentnorgan Estate, Glenmor- 
gan P.O. Nilgiris, Tamil Nadu." 

[No. K. 12012(l)/71-Plant(A)J 


"d c uiP" t T<fkTpqAiqi, 
ifc^T TOTTOT, 

TOTTOtV’ 


[29(l)-mrk(^)/72] 

mr. tototo!, erro TOf^rq" 


S.O, 427. — In pursuance of clause (e) of sub-section (31 
of section 4 of the Cardamom Act, 1965 (42 of 1965), read 
with rules 3 and 5 of the Cardamom Rules, 1966, the Central 
Government hereby appoints the Director of Horticulture, 
Government of Mysore, Bangalore, as a member of the 
Cardamom Board vice the Secretary to Government of 
Mysore, Agriculture and Forest Department, and makes the 
following amendment, in the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Foreign Trade No. S.O. 419(E) 
dated the 12th June, 1972, namely:— 
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[Pari II— 


In the Table under the said notification, for the entry 
against serial No. (3), the following entry shall bo substituted, 
namely : — 


"The Director of Horticulture, 
Government of Mysore, 
Bangalore.” 


[No. 29(1) Plaut(B)/72] 


S. MAHADEVA IYER, Under Secy. 


2 . reft (ftriVD “rWr, 1966 ft kw 
3 4 feE], Edith tf kiRT MERIT, 

i — 

“ 3 . kftpn' w amm— ftmfft 4 tvnj errant fir 
fcrf^rur 4 fen) tw merit k ?ira^ 

(wriftk arft f^mr) rrtrfftw, 

1963 (1963 77 22) 4} UT7T 6 ft anfk ftkk WTO 

pn hTfr fftftftk)' 4 s” r 


Jfljf 31 snmt, 1973 

m. mt. 428.-^nmR^e tw; arftrfatR-, 195s (1955 
tit 10) 7ft vttt 3 fTm jftw tutw^r w W^r 77ft 
mk / k tnw, ww trm anftRT, 1955 4 artr 

4 tvr^ tyr^TiTT fawMwir an^r WTfft f, ar*^— 

p- arrftir 77 tpt wth fftftwr (ftvknr) anftRr, 1973 

t; 

2 . wm ftrftw an^tr, 1055 ft, ir^ 20 4 twft 

tHH? fft a »T wng SITO : WlftTYT twr MERIT, 

"21. cmftw : p anftV 4 artfftr kE toj w an^w 
?rr or ?p T -T nrfWnt ft amV ft *7tw "fiV »ft eqtw, 
ftft arrftnr 7 ft 7 ft fmW ft ftk ft ftk? 4*4fa 
tTr q m k anfftr tr Trftnr art? met 97 ftkk infir tit 
Msrw arfTenr fifth! 1’ 

PET. 17(6)/72-W (1)/ 72] 

eftW nr, ann Rkrr 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 1973 

S.O. 428.— In exercise of the pewers conferred by section 
3 of the Essential Commodities Act, 1955 (10 of 1955), the 
Central Government hereby makes the following Order fur- 
ther to amend the Cotton Control Order, 1955, namely: — 

1. This Order may be called the Cotton Control (Amend- 
ment) Order, 1973. 

2. In the Cotton Control Order, 1955. for clause 20, th* 
following clause shall be inserted, namely: — 

“21. Appeal. — Any person aggrieved by an order of the 
Textile Commissioner or the licensing authority 
made under this Order may prefer an appeal to 
the Cenaral Government within thirty days of the 
date of communication of such order and the deci- 
sion of the Central Government thereon shall be 
final.” 

[No. 17(6)-Tcx(I)/72] 
DAULAT RAM, Under Secy. 


krvft. 17 7777ft 1973 

wt- w. 429. — ftmk (Tnfftfs ter sift fftftpir) 
3lftlkw, 1903 (1963 7JT 22) 7ft OTTT 17 ^TTT E^rx! RffWTft 
TIT JEWT 77ft 5^, ftkk R77TT7 RTR/T ftftft- 

stw) hw, 1966 ft 1 wM- 77 ft 4 far? ^r c r krh jnT ftm 

tRE^wf TMrftr ft, srvUr 

1. BI*T (TVT RT7W ; (1) p R7T RIR 

Bpp fftkft (fftftprr) fWr, 1973 f 1 

(2) 10 R1 nf, 1973 p- ^ | 


2. (1) k^PT 4 k, BT-k'TR (3) ^ W 97 Yh"t-- 1 ‘TEfTY'iYT 
3T-T -1 vi *t RfflTNlfTTr kdl ifp M , aprffr : — 

“( 3 ) ( 2 ) 4 3rtkr apprrker 

cTMT xiIhuiI Rlkr 97 W’pf 4 tn'd"! HIT 

krtsTR ^ 4 fm ^krr k ri krqffr (Pfikik fcrvr- 

w atf? k7^ejtT) arfuftTW, 1963 ottt 0 4 3nfk ^#cr 

R777R SWT WT RTRT WN^VI' 4 4 I” 

2 ( 2 ) gr-kw ( 4 ) si? pwr 77 , f^r’fvifraTf ^r-kTTR 

9 ? ti<rd 1 !Vo kdi srrmTT, srdfd t~ 

‘‘( 4 ) Rk kk^rnr 4 wf, sr'rvpftor m wuypi k 

W / k kkrT ^ feTT) el 1 3^7 BPl/T P 77Vr 
f-pcPT 3 4f iptnjrsrf t 5 3TR^rq- f, xrt Tg aN'fRRTT 

(2) ankr ^-rt Ttrr tkpjir ^ mikr 4 Rra - 
fT 1 ! 4 4 krr vfmr # Eifk^r 77if %q 

kpifw'-sfixif «rr rPTUr w ^nnr .* 

77^ 7t?t arikwr tit pr to TOrmro k wrr 

f, w4 71? gw frr?r krr 7ft 3Prf«r 4 ftki okr jpnnr-TR 

44 ft fWI 77 gftT 5T7T ^ ^TTT RtfcT ftft TTO7 dft 

iftker-Tarf 4t 4* 7 I” 

[ft. 6(15)71-k.fR. (PfT ftf. ft.] 


New Delhi, the 17lh February, 1973 

S.O. 429. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following rules to amend the Export of Laundry Soap (Ins- 
pection) Rules, 1966, namely: — 

1. Short title and commencement. — (1) These rules mav 
be called the Export of Laundry Soap (Inspection) Amend- 
ment Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force on the 10th March, 1973. 

2. In the Export of Laundry Soap (Inspection) Rules, 
1966 (1) for rule 3, the following rule shall be substituted, 
namely:— 

“3. Basis of Inspection. — Inspection of laundry soap for 
export shall be carried out with a view to seeing 
that the laundry soap conforms to the specifications 
recognised by the Central Government under section 
6 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963)”. 

(2) (i) in rule 4, for sub-rule (3), the following sub-rule 
shall be substituted, namely: — 

“(3) On receipt of the intimation and declaration of the 
approved sample under sub-rule (2), the Agency 
shall inspect the consignment of laundry soap with 
a view lo seeing that the same conforms to the 
specifications recognised by the Central Govern- 
ment under section 6 of the Export (Quality Con- 
trol and Inspection) Act, 1963,”; 

(2) (ii) for subrule (4), the following sub-rule shall be 
substituted, namely; — 
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“(4) If after inspection, the Agency is satisfied that the 
consignment of laundry soap to be exported com- 
plies with the requirements of rule 3, It shall, with- 
in seven days of the receipt of intimation and dec- 
laration under sub-rule (2), issue a certificate to 
ihe exporter declaring the consignment to be ex- 
port worthy. 

Provided that where the agency Is not so satisfied, it shall 
within the said period of seven days refuse to issue such 
certificate and communicate such refusal to the exporter 
alongwith the reasons therefor.’’ 

[No. 6(15)/71-EI&KP] 


2. atm?.— imfq trrf, tetVrt, qetW, ^tt, gr 

9^ ^q- ^ ^TTT fqqft 3pq qpffW 3TRTR 

it «RmT 31Ttr7tT | 

3 . 9 ^ *T — TOf/T *ft 5 T 9 >ft ft] TO qqr-qW qft 

tr^q qfemrl Ff iro it q'q; trait totto i stt to 

■^TT sift frofTORtf 4 «fNr HFUTO qqq q ft ifW TO) 
qtjffrr vfngrnprw vmr qtYqfq it qt tqqfiYq 

4>< -i 9* Tett; t>f tv n t 'taj spur /} | 


■TO^T 

prr. air. 430.— tier: qmr tqroq *to9ti qt tWnr qt tqs 

un 117977 q] t^ei 1 qit ij i 4 4 i ci o TOt H i c -e.l 

qroft arf'fj^'d-rr it. <ttt. to. 1771, TOita 7 1900 it 

TOfttR- Trot ^ fro? qftrrq niror fro fir (qntWt twr 
3ifi fqtVr) tqqrr, 1964 qt tqqq 2 qt qq--tq7nr (2 ) cut 
q*rr TOf%q qrcq mw ^ tVfq worrtin qq r qq iff 
IT. tfiT. TO. 5476, TO. 10 f^OTI, 1971 qt TOffq TOUT $ IWTO 
TOT 2, 79fC 3, TOTAil (2), 3RTTOTW, TO. 10 fqqiq7, 1971 it 
% 3305—3309 97 TOTirfyvq fcfl) TO? *t , 

3Tti tot: quit mnfw fht tow troft « rfqq q t 

it 9 rrrotf, 1972 to TO$fq wvr uni wt? »t i 

3lfl WW: 3W TTTOf TOTTOTOdT qit 10 tVlTOI, 1821 
* ft TOeTitT 951 t^TO TOT TO ; 

toV To; fro totot 97 to wranw it mro TO^fqt art* 
IfTTOft 97 qt^tq TOfTR 4 fV[T7 97 twTO ^ , 

to: to, tqqfq (TOifrot froror qfi tq7Vq) arfcr- 

froq, 1063 (1903 TOT 22) qtt TOT 0 TOTTT TOW 31 ? W i t TOT 

qqtq qnt ?rofq tqiVw qfr^ it Troqf TOrot to 
qWlq inqrR qtt qf qq if 1 fqs mtttt ^ fqqfir ®qniT7 
q] fqqTiT q fvi o tfqT qnqr tmqqqqi) irtir intt^tq q?, 
Hinr hhtt qt ^Tfroq totto qt*t qt^ror if. qrr. 

TO 1771, rrrftcr 7 Tt^r, I960 A tTOfMAlT itqitTO TOf- 
fiiti TO eft f 1 , sr^tfet ' : — 

TO7T qfinjJTOT ^ tffT 1 rf, sqAti (3) qt TTOTI^, f^TTO - 
tVl Pod 'dU'ttl TOrT: ITO?97r fqW TO^TT, TOlft^ : — 

“(4) (99 fir TOfqr qt tottot it hitos^ qt 

tro tot qfrot^iq Mrofqrt qst TOr-ct mqq- 
qt tro TOra MqqVt qt to 4 totot ^ f, 

(it) ‘trofq-iriVfr ^ fqfqq%f qrt totoitt ^rft r, 
qqq, r^it FqfqqV ^3TO totto 4' qfrfq apt^rt it 
tot q ft i” 

TOTTO 

(qrTOT~t qr^q ^ fAr WAV) 

[>t i TT 1 TO toAVt (4) (TO ^Tt3] 

HTUTT n T -Sf^Tiq 

l. qq- q qt.— TOroyt m^q too 1 ht^ ^ qfiqWb trom 
f;atr qqro fqqq ftqT qt qqr qr tot to^, utro qti qro 
fqqfuTqi arfl TratTOt it TOT ft I qqqq TTOr-q q] fqq 
irffqqiTq; q# ftit ortV fanro rFt i to qfi mr qfen 
3ttV tqqfqqqi ^ ^ftq m i t c-t i q. qur qq q>< n qqnri 

fW i 


(1) qh rro ^ tqfqqf tot *r£ qqnr 
anqror it q% tro TOpf i 

(2) nn^q ^it, zjvi qti qitTO ^ tqt).— m^q q^rr, 

tot toW qft'H'ttq qr qrqrq tqrfiqq qt *tqt q* qr terw 
^ froqt if q% fro i 

(3) ht vu’tj'i twq. — w. qrqq qift qror q*q fq^tr to 
qqT qqqi-Ttfq qnfieqt, qr qiq $ orrrorf it trorr 
qpTOT i 

4 . o qi qtq^ qra^ ht^t tqiqfqtisRT irinq- 

tqq 9T%T3rt ^ atqjq- ffqr, qqfq; t— 

TTrrprf^t Trtvrnr 


FnrtTOtq 

TO 

ftfqqT 

q^r 

T 1 

irtt 

q^q 

^ ffTTT ^TtWT 

1. 

jq Tlftq qwr ^{qq TOT, HTT % qpiK 





qcsrflntrq; njtm 

42 . 0 

40. o' 


2. 

tot, tott % mm to afTOrr, 





qfttr IT qftjqr 

14.0 

10.0 


3. 

(v) qw qTfT mto, mfaror fiq;r- 


_ 



wroq (NacH) #w*ik 





% ?ntm to rtfroiq, xrfTO ^ qfw . 

0. 3 

0. 1 

— 


(q) qqqqif'rqro, Mieirurqu fnt^r- 





tott (KoH) % to 4 totFto «to 





q tnqn to qRimq, qftri it qfuqr , 

— 

— 

0. 05 

4. 

qiftq qrN', uto *t trrqn; 





to qfqjRt, wIto tr nferr 

0. 8 

0. 3 

— 

5. 

qqTTOro, iftfron toThto (Nacl 





% to ir ifqfqn to: % toto to 9 ^ 1 x 111 





qfw q qfTO 

2. 0 

2. 0 

— 

6, 

TOITO 4 qATO TOFT TO f WTTO 9T 





9%fR wftr»p % qfw 

— 

30. 0 

0. 5 

7. 

Tpft Sr wirotu tor, to q totti to 





sffqitiu xrfirq q qfmr 

2. 0 

1.0 

— 

8. 

1 0 3° #= to qnhT xflr totoIw irni, 





to q qisni to qfrorq qfqqr q 





qfqqr 

3 0 . 0 

— 

— 


(?f) km 5R ^ fm. — 5°^o T* ^STT 
finr f^fV TT^^nT m t rr^ 

v .^n i 

6 ( 1 5 ) 1 7 l - fc 0 f»T 0 f^T° °] 
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ORDER 

S.O. 430.— Whereas or the development of export trade 
of India certain proposals for amending the notification of 
the Government of India in the late Ministry of Commerce 
No. S.O. 1771, dated the 7th June, 1966 regarding laundry 
soap were published required by sub-rule (2) of rule 11 
of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 1964, 
at pages 3305 — 3309 of the Gazette of India — Part II— 
Section 3 — Sub-Section (ii). Extra-ordinary, dated the 10th 
December, 1971, under the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Foreign Trade No, S.O. 5476, 
dated -10th December, 1971; 

And whereas objections and suggestions were invited till 
tbe 9th January, 1972, from all persons likely to be affec- 
ted thereby; 

And whereas the said Gazette was made available to the 
public on the 10th December, 1971; 

And whereas the objections and suggestions received from 
the public on tbe said draft have been considered by the 
Central Government; 

Now., therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
section. 6 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government, after con- 
sulting the Export Inspection Council, being of the opinion 
that it is necessary and expedient so to do for the develop- 
ment of the export, trade of India, hereby makes the fol- 
lowing amendment to the notification of the Government of 
India in the late Ministry of Commerce No. S.O. 1771, dated 
the 7th June, 1966, namely: — 

In paragraph 1. of the said notification, after sub-paragraph 
(3), following sub-paragraph shall be inserted, namely: — 

"(4) recognises — 

(a) the specifications for laundry soap as set out in the 

Annexurc to this Order, as the standard specifica- 
tions for laundry soap. 

(b) specifications in the export contract, provided that 

such specifications do not fall below the requirements 
prescribed in the said Annexure.”. 

ANNEXURE 

(Specifications for Laundry Soap) 

[See sub-paragraph (4)(a) of paragraph 1] 

General Requirements : 

1. Ingredients. — The laundry soap shall be a well sapo 
nifiecl homogeneous compound made from appropriate pro- 
portions of fats of fatty acids, soda and other builders and 
additives. The ingredients shall be non-injuries to health 
and safe. The colour mid odour shall be as mutually 
agreed between (he buyer and the exporter, 

2. Shape. — Tile laundry soap shall be made in the form 
of bars, cakes, flakes, powder, liquid, or any other physical 
shape specified by the buyer. 

3. Packing.- — The laundry soap shall be securely packed 
in sturdy wooden or cardboard packing cases. Unless other 
wise agreed to between the buyer and (he exporter, the 
packaging instructions given below shall be followed to 
prevent damage in storage and transit. 

(1) For cakes and bars.--Thc cakes and bar pieces shall be 
j lacked in waterproof wrappers. 

(2) For soap ponder, chips and flakes. -The soap powder, 
chips and Hakes shajl be packed in containers made of polythene 
or equivalent plastic, or in paper cartons. 

(3) For liquid soup. — The liquid soap shall bo packed in wdl- 
closed and leakproof plastic, metal or glass eontianers. All 
types of containers must be inert to the contents. 

4. Chemical requirements: The laundry soap shall conform 
to the following chemical requirements, namely : — 


CHEMICAL REQUIREMENTS 


■f Characteristics Requirement for 

No. 



Soaps 

Soaps- 

Soaps- 


cakes 

or 

Bars 

Powders Liquid 

( 1 ) Total fatty and rosin acids, 




percent by weight, Minimum 
(n) Rosin acids, percent by weight, 

42.0 

40.01 

15.00 

Maximum 

(<ii) (a) Free caustic alkali, calcu- 
lated as Sodium hydroxide 
(NaOH;, percent by weight, 

14.0 

10.0 / 

Maximum .... 

(b) Free caustic alkali, calculated 
as Potassium hydroxide (KOH) 

0.3 

0.1 


perceat by woighi, Maximum . 
(iv) Unsaponifiod fatty matter, per- 



0.05 

cent by weight, Maximum . 

(v) Chlorides, calculated as sodium 
chloride (NaCl), porcent bv 

0.8 

0.3 


weight, Maximum , 

(vi) Matter insoluble in alcohol, por- 

2,0 

2.0 


cent by weight, Maximum . 

(vii) Matter insoluble in water, per- 


30.0 

0.5 

cent by weight, Maximum . 

(viii) Moisturb and matter volatile at 
105° C, percent by weight, Maxi- 

2.0 

1.0 


mum 

30.0 




IB) For liquid soup only.— When kept at 5° C for 24 hours, the 
soap shall remain a clear solution, without any separation or 
sedimentation. 


[No. 6(15)/71-EI&EP] 

SFT. sHT. 431.— tnk (TlrFefk kl fW^Etr) 

3r?yfrr*ur, 1963 O063 ttt 22 ) ift tet 17 irf ur T i 

4T TTfrj- HRrf 57 ?, E71TR, PlksT (fVfeun 

fWr, 1969 k arf? *pfit«rr ik 4 fen? fn kT r iW fkur 

Wfffld t I 

1 . it km it tut 3U)7i5 faqfyr (fcrcVr) tetHtt 

TTTTT, 1973 ^1 

2 - kfiffr (faftelU) knr, 1969 4 trqTT 4 if 
Trkw ( 3 ) 4 FdiT Tf, kkiertigTr khuur iftmtW 
krr tfw, 3r*rfci; 

“( 3 ) fnfr ifiri grru tutt-tuet 1 ? k? xrq 

irrkrt 4 sppm odtf 4 ukr 4 'fuVt 
4 ittet; arfarwr k m 4 k qk uVr 
aik afrrrjkr wr 44 nVr Riftur am 
Tikpfr uftk 4 k ts fan srk 4 

727frf q? khTT qk 4 qrf 

Ttk(T nf 175 Yrktriiir q^ kiku it iRwur 

: 

.. TUfi; 3T|f it gu w Emrr-r t# ^rr if 

Iff 1^ 72 T5T Tt wr ctnfT 15 rfrsR kfl TETUTT 44 
it iku it ku rT s i krq fmVqrrf it TTpf qrw 
RtW qVf 4 uf u kfNrr Tfrir i 

[IT. 6(20)/ 72-| c , am 1 , its f. it.] 
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S.O. 431.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the Export 
of mica (Inspection) Rules, 1969, 

1. These rules may be called the Export of Mica (Ins- 
pection) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Mica (Inspection) Rules, 
1969 — for sub-rule (3), the following sub-rule shall be subs- 
tituted, namely: 

“(3) If after inspection of the consignment of mica, 
us per the instructions issued by the Export Ins- 
pection Council from time to time the agency is of 
opinion that such consignment is in conformity 
with the approved sample and other technical con- 
ditions relating to such consignment, it shall, within 
seventy-two hours of carrying out the inspection, 
issue a certificate of inspection to the exporter de- 
claring such consignment of mica as export-worthy. 
Provided that where the agency is not so satis- 
fied, it shall within the said period of seventy-two 
hours refuse to issue such certificate and communi- 
cate such refusal to the exporter along with reason 
therefor." 

[No. 6(26)/72-El&EP.I 


(a) for sub-rule (3) the following sub-rule shall be subs- 
tituted, namely:— 

"On receipt of the intimation and declaration under 
sub-rule (2) the agency shall inspect the consign- 
ment of the inorganic chemicals as per the instruc- 
tions issued by the Export Inspection Council from 
lime to time with a view to seeing that the same 
conforms to the specifications stipulated in the cxpoit 
contract." 

(b) The following proviso shall be added at Ihe end of 
sub-rule (4): — 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of .seven duys refuse 
to issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter along with reason therefor.” 

[No. 6(26)/72-EI&EPl 

tffT. an. 433.— (Wfvfta fa-RW 3 itV 
sn'yfrETJT, 1963 (19G3 RiT 22) RET 17 TRTTT wTvrl 
tdfwTf RT R> i ri IQt, 4 •l/l'M RTRTE, 3ld>l4?dRi TETTRR 

frptjfer (Ferret) Fere, i960 *f -art 4 ? wHet Rrrrf 4 Per 

?d H Te l fart fEEE ETT^nTT EEEft f : 


WT. 31T. 437. — fcrcfxT (WRIT'S -3pfV 

aft^ER-ip, 1963 U063 TT 22) ERT 17 fTET ipp 
TT ERfr TTrt ^ 4r^h RTTE, arTEftw TRFEf 
PddlV (^ReVt) T'M i| R, i960 if OltV ETrfjvp Rrrf q? VcTE 
PdMTvlftad fTpqrp trrprTRTTT SRIrfr f : 


1- 3"R ^dci tr l TT RPR wnffw TERR V'Flfd (fsnV’U 
whlR ! TEW, 1973 t I 

2 . diett f'^nrfvr (PeeVt) ^ter, 1966 4 

?EE"E 4 if , — 


1- ipr PEERt EE REP rEER PE'Eftp (pEff^pip) 

EiTtsFr Peer, 1973 f 1 

2. SFfiRfPw trete PEEfE (f?n%w) Peer, 1006 4 
Peer 4 ’l 1 , — 

(RO (3) 9? EEET <T7 PetePePspe srPhEE 

EpEE>nPTE PwiT E1ERT, Wr; 

d (2) Ri artier ret tifepirr R/f pePe 

tt, ePw t ui < n km hVr re 

PEffenT P-Rifi pR/frE fim ere-rre 

ER wtwf 4 3TRJET7 ' ^ 4 Per 

'fil'd I RT! ^nRfV RpqRT if WIT) RE PqPd’Arf 

4 apR^R f I” 

(m ErPerr (4) 4 3PEP if PeieM^ 

EpfP 3TPFTT = — 

“31 R, Rf?f ^pPerptup re §-r r^ rrtotr r# 

^3IT if RTg ETE ^ P^Ep Ef? ERE q? 

iFrt otto stf if §RR7 RN ^rt ret fi R i fe r- 
Rfrrf Rpf 'fpf fEET 4 Rif- if urptf! jp^mp 

RtQTprr ^fRT I” 


Dr. 6(20)/72-? r , 311^. iTtrg f 1 . iff] 

S.O. 432.— In exercise of the powers conferred bv se.-- 

Act 1 963° f (2*2 6 of EX 1 P 9°fi3 1 (< l Ua,l Pf Con,ro1 and Inspection; 
Act 1963 (22 of 1963) the Central Government herebv 
makes the fo lowmg rules further to amend the Fxpoji 
of Inorganic Chemicals (Inspection) Rules, 1966, 

ChVnSlf Z'ScS 'SnSZL%,tri 'm‘ ,mmk 

til Ml Ew »' •*»«* a-** a. 


(T) g qfR^ PR (3) 4 RRTR R7 fwUw .RT ! fR~: 
RiflWfpT f^fTRT RPOFTT, 31^ 

' W l V l -MR (2) 4 RRT RfuiT RT^RT 

R7, fRfflTT aitRRiOT dTd^Rtfi 7R1RR r! R7V>r RR 
fRI^TW flRTV Wf^TR RtOT? ^TR RlTR-RinT 
R7 re 4 3flp?fn R? ^ fvIT; 
^fRT “ffi RT T^TRiWRf 5TPT RffTfT ^RRfr 
if *TRTE RE MRE%t ^ srEyiR f I" 

(M) 'j R^ R R i P (4) 4 3PRT if fEldT'wfllcr RTR^p 
m|}^I RTERT : ” 

‘‘tpri-^ ^pgT 3TTMRrrip RR f-R WE ERWPR Rgf 

^31T t Tg RTR TTRT' ^ iTW ■3W?%T 4 ifrE 

tfRT 3TRTRW ^ f ^ITE RP7 tfRT RRT fRUffT- 

+1 df Rif iff ^ RR7 4 Rif *f 'd w4 RR7 u l R?fcT 

RR,? RR *pfRT 1" 

[R, 6(20)/72-R £ . 3PT^. E 77 ^ f. 


S.O. 433.— Tn exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the Export 
of Organic Chemicals (Inspection) Rules, 1966. 

1. These rules may be called ihe Expot t of Organic Chemi- 
cals (Inspection) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

2, In rule 4 of the Export of Organic Chemicals (Ins- 
pection) Rules, 1966 — 

(a) for sub-rule (3) ihe following sub-rule shall be subs- 
tituted, namely: — 

"On receipt of the inlimalion and declaration under 
sub-rule (2) the inspection agency shall inspect the 
consignments of the organic chemicals as per the ins- 
tructions issued by the Export Inspection Council 
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from time to time with a view to seeing that the 
same conforms to the specifications stipulated in 
the export contract as declared by the exporters.” 

(b) The following proviso shall be added at the end of 
sub-rule (4): 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of seven days refuse 
to issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter along with reason therefor.” 

[No. 6(26/72-EI&EP] 

97. otr. 434.— TWer wriVrfe ■sift faVfqron 

3r?»jf777, 1963 (1963 97 22) 9^ VRT 17 ^TTTT RTW 
9Trtf ti t 1 4* ?-1 /-Jl ^ 

fkqk (f^ifkor), ftrw, 1966 arn ark tttHet 957k 

9? Psn? FtctWW Ptw tra^ m r 97# (f i 

1. Ptt# tiPT tot 3r9#f795 #95 kqftr (Ft/?^) 
#rhr7- frtnr, 1973 i 

2. awrffsw #9: ‘N^rfvr (kfVr), f^r^DT. 1966 9? 
4 if — 

(9D JYk'4'M (3) ^ wr t? 3 #7 7 7 

nfti'Wlkd krqT 41Q 9i, -arvfq; ! — 

"TriW (2) 9! anfk #ftr 7*^ ift tvt 
erkw 9ft ## 97 arftkrtn" 3i95#f79s ## 

tnVr *61 ##77, iWtr ?7#pjr qfwq 
fw rtt - <n ftpi arpftrt ^ dppirrr 

«f? 9? fatj 97 # ftp VTI f## wikm 

97tkj Mkftrt 9? ar^nr r 

030 yiP-m (4) 4 afa tf ^TRriVfW t< ^ kfr 

3# artwro 97 rr rtti wniFr 7# ^ 
3tt3« 7 fV# 9ft to snfir #17 #r 
FRNT TT tjk # 5^11 957 <#T 7VT 
971 JfT# f?P3 97TUI' #5HT <# 5*97? ^ 9T7 1 # 
^falTT 9T#T 1 

Ur. 6(26)/ 72-ff. -am! 1 . sf. <ft.3 

S.O. 434. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the Export 
of Inorganic Pigments (Inspection) Rules, 1966. 

1, These rules may be called the Export of Inorganic 
Pigments (Inspection) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Inorganic Pigments (Ins- 
pection) Rules, 1966 — 

(a) for sub-rule (3) the following sub-rule shall be subs- 
tituted, namely: — 

On receipt of the intimation and declaration of the ap- 
proved sample under sub-rule (2) the agency shall 
inspect the consignment of inorganic pigments as 
per the instructions issued by the Export Inspection 
Council from time to time with a view to seeing 
that the same conforms to the specifications stipu- 
lated in the export contract,” 

(b) The following proviso shall be added at the end of 
sub-rule (4): 


"Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of seven days refuse 
to issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exportei along with reason therefor.” 

[No. 6(26)/72-ET&EP] 

95T. m. 433.— fMdlk (99lft-lf5 #( 

1963 (1963 97 22) # WITT 17 fTRT 7977 
97 R#T 9 T# TTT977, 3T9 # f d T #7 

9?nv fidfa (fT/f^mr) fr^nr, 1B66 #? #rhr7 9r# 

4 fdH?«?a9' #77 tF5f79T7T 97# ^ : 

1. 57" ‘kufncf 97 TET <fr. # # c^7 <im ##T 

(Pt#p7) ettHr- ’bnm, 1973 f 1 

2. tft. k. 9?5T*r fTTfrT (f#^ur) fTTR, 1066 
4 fTRY 4 ^ ~ 

(90 TRfWr (2) 9? WT7 T*, k^fa ygT I 

TtsTwiftw krm anYTT, arvfq; : — 

"y TfdRH 1 (1 ) r 5 ar#p #8-7 ^ 

9^ mkr 7? arfWrur efr, tft. # #97 
9vTW 9? <nVr 97 fr/tepjr fTTRT 3 ^ aEfarc 

k«tfn fT7%7 qfer^ f917T R77 R77T q7 fVl 

on^Vt ^ ar^fTR 9nkr i” 

(V) 79 f 777 (3) 9? 3 ftr fq - n fa fad 

5#T TTimr t 

snrf arfwrur 97 ?7r to rttret 7# 
37 5“ 9 ^f 9 n 4 kr # to anrik ^ #17 
dkr irniwr 9k ^ 977 7# nvt ?7# 

fH7 97TO t# JTTt ^ if fdti fd 95 ' fif 

9lt Htikril 957# I” 

Uf. 6(26) /72-tf. 31#. (roc jf. tftj 

S.O. 435. — -In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the Export 
of PVC Leather Cloth (Inspection) Rules, 1966. 

1. These rules may be called the Export of PVC Leather 
Cloth (Inspection) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of PVC Leather Cloth (Ins- 
pection) Rules, 1966 — 

(a) for sub-rule (2) the following sub-rule shall be subs- 
tituted, namely: — 

"On receipt of the intimation and application along 
with the sample under sub-rule (1) the Agency shall 
inspect the consignment of PVC Leather Cloth as 
per the instructions issued by the Export Inspection 
Council from time to time in accordance with 
rule 3." 

(b) The following proviso shall be added at the end of 
sub-rule (3): 

"Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of four days refuse 
to issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter along with reason therefor,” 

[No, 6(26)/72-EI&EP] 
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97. OT. 43fl.- J hT*rfiT QFnfHte arft 

SfftlftlW, 1983 (1963 47 22) 9?? URT 17 ^9T7T W 
TriWrf 97 ii7?7 tttt? ^5 9ft^?7 7T977, fWra - ^V^r 
fr*n 9? Wtf (^r^iTnr) faw, i960 tf 1, aift TftrtvT- 
®frrl 4? fan Mg 3 ftr-nr tr^ffm7T tttt?? 5“ 1 

1. tpr f^repTf 97 777 f97W 5V?3T 7TVT 7^77 fadfrf 

C^ttV'D Tftifrrr fTm, 1973 1“ 1 

2. fTTW fV^T 7T7T gjTR ?74M' (ftn^^T ftTTPTT 9? 
fw 4 jf — 

(90 TTtTRPT (3) 9? WET 97 Tm fdtprr 

ftinn tetti, amf^; ■— 

"Ttf^PT (1) 9? 3ftf?7 T^ITT r4T ^TWT 97? JT7?77 
97, 3dV9TTT ?4H91T farTT TINT *P?T? 9? 
97Vr 99 fAftTW, ftpTT 3 9? 3^pm ?77f77 

farVr 'rfr^ fwr 7*77 7777 97 ftf7 77 

9? 377^77 I” 

(tj) T^tT^nr (4) 4? ara - tf ?777?\Hftji'i srfei 

7TT7T :— 

“9T77|; snjf arftnrTnr 97 err wrc mm 7§ft 

SyHT € Riff 9? 717 ?T7 9?? 747 3797*7 *? 

*f?77 9*77 HTITar 97 ^? 7? 97 ^7T 777 

f779? fcl7 977^7 Tlf^vT ftrTfWTf 97? tft? 
3*977 9? 9T7 1 ^ iri^-Rl 97*91 I” 

Ctf. 6(26)/72-? C . anf. IFS gf. cf?.] 

S.O. 436. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the Export of 
Vinyl Film and Sheeting (Inspection) Rules, 1969. 

1. These rules may be called the Export of Vinyl Film 
and Sheeting (Inspection) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Vinyl Film and Sheeting 
(Inspection) Rules, 1969 — 

(a) for sub-rule (3) the following sub-rule shall be subs- 
tituted, namely: — 

“'On receipt of the intimation and declaration under 
Subrule (1) the agency shall inspect the consign- 
ment of Vinyl Film and Sheeting hs per the ins- 
tructions issued by the Export Inspection Council 
from time to time in accordance with rule 3. 

(b) The following proviso shall be added at the end of 
sub-rule (4): 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of seven days refuse 
to issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter along with reason therefor.’’ 

[No. 6(26) /72-EI&EP] 

®6T. OT. 437. — fi'ufn (49 T?Vt 7 ?H99'J| 3lft ftn 1 ?^) 
arhitTTnr, 1963 (1963 97 22) 9ft wrt 17 nw TiftiTT? 
97 TTtri 957-tf 77T977, Wtt^? ( 1W995) 

3v 9R ’r’ TTfer (fa rcVn-) W, 1969 Tift Wwt- 977? 
9? T'T^lferfTTT ftNPf UTTT9 9TTT 777?? 1 

1. f'TTTT 97 7PT ifrf? ft lc ^ 7T9T9 f79f7 

(?77%ur) Met tttHft ft777 1973 f 1 1 

46 Cr of 1/72—8 


2. ’M? ftlTT? 777T1 fTTTfd' (MMfiO MtR, 1969 9? 
kw 4 jf — 

(90 d 9 ?M4>7 (4) 4? WET 77, I'dMft-lftgTT OTMrT 
TfTWTfw MlT 7I77T, Tvfq; t 

‘ T7 l i' : m7 (3) 9? snfrr Tt^fTT 7YT MnTT 9?? nrf'TT 77, 

eifwror 7?tf? hrg^t ^3771^ $ tAtot, fWA 
fTriV^, ^T7f7 fVTT^Nerwr 417T 

77 5IT7 1 ? fvq 77 37^7rf ^ ^ ^37 

TtAtt *(95 9? 3mtT777 9?? OTTT 6 ^ 3T#T 7F77T- 
7T7f lAfT^Vf $ 37^77- f |" 

(«T) TTfTTTT (5) ^ 37T tf 1 fai'inWFI 77^93 irff 
^TT • 

“777[; Tiyf sriTTWr 97 37 7977 RTTraFT 7# 

TT7T 7?f 97! 7T?r “N^T ^ 319^7 ^ ^fhT7 

7*77 TTWT’T tf ?"977 9T7 ^ <T4T ?7T9? 

9tf 97TW Ttf^T ^"977 9? Tlf & 

trArr i” 

ttf. 6(26)/72^. 7^ t- 'f?.] 

S.O. 437.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the Export 
of Ceramic Products (Inspection) Rules. 1969, 

1. These rules may be called the Export of Ceramic Pro- 
ducts (Inspection) Second Amendment Rules, 1973. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Ceramic Products (Inspection) 
Rules, 1969— 

(a) for sub-rule (4) the following sub-rule shall be subs- 
tituted, namely: 

"On receipt of the intimation and declaration under 
sub-rule (3) the agency shall inspect the consign- 
ments of ceramic products as per the instructions 
issued by the Export Inspection Council from time 
to time with a view to seeing that the same con- 
forms to the specifications recognised under sec- 
tion 6 of the Act." 

(b) The following proviso shall be added at the end of 
sub-rule (5): 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of seven days refuse 
to issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter along with reason therefor." 

[No. 6(26)/72-EI&EP] 

97. 37. 438. — (WiVte f-TTw sift ftrftejur) 

qfqft f qTT, 1963 (1963 97 22) 9) 1 ? WT7T 17 BT7T 77TT 
*797 9 1 97 JTTftr 977? ^7, 77977, WWd 9? 

Frrfti (ftr7V , D ftmr, 1966 *F sift TftrHrr ^rtf 9? fei7 
frETtclfarr ?777- TsTffTTTT 9717?? if 1 I 

1. f7 ftrTprf 97 777 ^773 ST 9? (ftn^TW) 

?Vt7T, 1973 1 

2. ?T 9? ftrafd (Wf^PJT) ftlW, I960 *F — 

(91) TTfTxnT (3) 9? T7T7 97 79?d77 

irffiWiWTr ?Vtt tttttt, 

“^rfTW (2) 9? 57lf^ T£77T 7TOT 7?77T 9?? TlfTT 97, 
2lfw<e| tssuiyg 9? 97Vt 97 ftn 1 ?^!, ftf7H 
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3 qi FeeFe Fr#tw eFte^ sttt reerre 

tn orrfr Fet^ E3 srnVT e? st^rtt et?# c 

(BO vj q ^-q q- (4) #r FEPfifEtSTE TTR^i arffT 
eiret t 

est arFwTR er pr wr hrtotr r# ?t 
RET t, Elf El 10 FftR Tf EW 3RTFE ^ #R 
tfET HE F TTE # TER7 EE E# RET FeTT? 

eece rF^r fWVW 1 eF tftf pR3 e5 ett 1 R 
rt^r e#tt i” 

[E. fi(26)/72Y. 3nf- £. 'ft.] 

S.O. 438. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the Export 
of Refractory Bricks (Inspection) Rules, 1966. 

1. These rules may be called the Export of Refractory 
Bricks (Inspection) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Refractory Bricks (Inspec- 
tion) Rules, 1966 — 

(a) for sub-rule (3) the following sub-rule shall be subs- 
tituted, namely: — 

“On receipt of the intimation and declaration under 
sub-rule (2) the agency shall inspect the consign- 
ment of the refractory bricks ns per the instruc- 
tions issued by (he Export Inspection Council from 
time to time in accordance with rule 3. 

(b) The following proviso shall be added at the end of 
sub-rule (4): 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of ten days refuse 
to issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter along with reason therefor,” 

[No. 6(26)/72-El&EP] 

ee. air. 439.— 1 PretV cwifWi Frew artV Fr^sto 

StFeFeER, 1903 (1903 EE 22) E^ ET7T 17 1J17T ERR ErFETTEf 

ee erNt ett^ ift rteet, liftin' eer FeeIe 

(FriV 1 !) Free, 1909 ttoHje etpF 4 Fet? 

FREE IJE^EEI EE# f I 

1. ?E Fee# EE ETE ftT^rr EUR Fr#1 (Fe#JF) 

FeEE, 1973 f I 

2. EEE FEE# (FeT^E) FREE. 1909 E? FEEE 
4 

(El) EtFrEE (3) E^ TETR E7 FeRtFuFsTR EeFrEE 
eFrwiFeR FeteT RTRRT, REfft t — 

“riFrer ( 2 ) 4 ar#r ret eMt # eiFet ee, 
•stFeette ftr^r eee eF eiVt ee Fr^^pr, FreFe 
Fe#FT eF? EE 3TTT REE-REE 77 1# FeTTJ Et) 
aiTEVF eF EEftE El tf^R FEE ETT# Fe; El 
art rFeEE Eft ET7T 6 ^ 3T#T HPERT EER FeFr^VI 
Ei 3TftRE t I" 

(S’) RqfRER (4) R RR tf FrfrFrF^R ETRJE) 
iflT EETET : 

“etrt; e# 3rFRERur ee ?r eetr retote e# it 

RET f, Eff El RTE Frr eA RER ReFr ^ Tfrn 


Bet eiiteer r'r i-l f-m/ er ^e ret 3Re! F?n) 

FreFrEwE 1 eF ETRUf ET?R (fit ^EET ^ ER 1 tF 
EftFER ElV I” 

[R. 0(26)/72'3 I . an? 1 . tEJ3 f, tf).] 

S.O. 439.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963). the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the Export 
of Safety Glass (Inspection) Rules, 1969. 

1. These rules may be called the Export of Safety Glass 
(Inspection) Amendment Rules, 1973, 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Safety Glass (Inspection) 
Rules, 1969 — - 

(a) for sub-rule (3) the following sub-rule shall be subs- 
tituted, namely:— 

“On receipt of the intimation under sub-rule (2) the 
agency shall inspect the consignment of safety 
lass as per the instructions issued by the Export 
nspection Council from time to time with a view 
to seeing that the same conform to the specifica- 
tion recognised under section 6 of the Act." 

(b) The following proviso shall be added at the end of 

sub-rule (4): * 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of seven days refuse 
to issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter along with reason therefor." 

[No, 6(26)/72-EI&EP] 
ett. w. 440 .— FreIr (Wtrrt Frerdt eFt FrV^rd 

rFuFrER, 1903 (1963 EE 22) E^ WTT 17 ifRT ETR rFetTEF 

er eeIr ett# rq, Ebftr rteet, e^s rriei ret reV} 
sriMYiEf FeeEi (TEFtemr) Feer, 1970 3ift t^tIer Err^t 
El FifiE FrtrFrF?5R Free ERffETR ERKft f l 

1 . $e FrerF rt rir eFr rpre; ret rreF sriVFyEt F he F r 
(FR iFeRir) REitRR Feer, 1973 

2. RIEIEi RET RRElF 5fWHEf FreFr (FEf^PE) 

Feer, 1970 ^ Feer 4 — 

ReFeER (4) e5 3TR IAhFeFqR 3rf?T 

RTERT : 

RFRERR EE ?R TTETR RETOIR E# ?! 
RET f, Eft R? IS F<TR Efl RER REftr ^ #17 
t^RT ERIRER ^ ER tfRT RET Fw? 

FreFrerF r! eree rF^t ^ eeF 

RftFER E#n I” 

[R. 6(26)/72-? C . ^ Rwb f. #] 

S.O. 440.— In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the Export 
of Pesticides and their Formulations (Inspection) Rules, 1970. 

1. These rules may be called the Export of Pesticides and 
their Formulations (Inspection) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

2. in rule 4 of the Export of Pesticides and their For- 
mulations (Inspection) Rules, 1970 — 

The following proviso shall be added at the end of sub- 
rule (4): 
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“Provided Ihnt where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of 15 days refuse 
to issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter along with reason therefor.” 

[No. 6(26)/72-ET&EP] 

*ST. 37- 441.~faft?7 Wife! eft farm aftft fa7%W) 
fttlfaTm", 1903 (1963 7JT 22) ft 9T7T 17 5T7T TfTff ftftrft 

77 9"9ft Trrft Tfftftr ttctte, faftfaw faftft 
(TTifaftt fawr fat fa7faw) faw, 1969 if aft tfafair 
Tnrft ft rfrq faftfafarfr fa^ir tjfT^wi 79ft ft i 

1. f^r fawf 77 tet faftfa7TJT faftr (79ifacft 
faftl'T aftl faftfair) faim, 1973 I 

2. faftfanif faqfa (TTlfaft fafa-pil 5797 faTVft 
faw, 1969 ft ! N^nr 4 if — 

d’fft'tTR- (4) ft SET if fanffafax ft?T 

xrtiTiT ; 

1 '9 < ‘-q, ttjjt STfipfiTur qtT g rt 7777 99 i 9T-T *TTff ?T 

xtt ft, 7ft 73 3 far ft xw 377fa ft ftfr? 

ftt-il THW 9 7 ftft ft ft777 777 fti7 779T i 9 ft faE 
Tilt tt| tjf^TT fa *4 ft l if/'tlf Tf ft ft 2 4iH ft Tift if 
ft[fa|51 TTlfar 1” 

[ft. 6(26)/72-f 37ft. ETS ft. ftt.] 


S.O. 441. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec 
lion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the Export 
of Linoleum (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 1969. 

1. These rules may be culled the Export of Linoleum 
(Quality Control and Inspection) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Linoleum (Quality Con- 
trol and Inspection) Rules, 1969 — 

The following proviso shall be added at the end of sub- 
rule (4): 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said perod of three days refuse 
to issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter along with reason therefor.” 

[No. 6(26)/72-EI&EPJ 


*kt. w- 442.— farm (TTifaft faftprr afti farterx) 
srfafaw, 1963 (1963 777 22) ft HITT 17 5(177 9TX ftfafTT 
=17 IClfiT 777“ft £77 ftftfa TTTTTR. crrftrr 7E47 ftftV 7T7; 
faftiT (TTTfaft fftftw sfa far^TT) faw. 1967 if 

aftft farrfarx ^rrft ft frrQ faurfafaxr faw 

'■I’TkU ft I 

1. |~x fa9fa ttt tet ftrftr 5797 faftr 

Otlfaft fal97U| ftV fatfarjr) gftw faw, 1973 ft 1 I 

2. falftf ?T77 *rwp|y- ^ faftr (TXlfaft faftw ftl 
fftft^PiQ faw, 1907 ft faw 4 ft— 

3 4^199 (1) ft SET ft" fatftfafaET TT^Ti 71(77 

7m?Tr : 


“97171; 3T?T ftftfiTW 777 I777T7 TTHnjET Xff fft 

X9T ft, TfT 7^ 3 fax ft OT 377% ft fttrTC 
tfaT ynTMW ftft ft ft77T7 777 ftiTT TINT ?nft Id 0 
^d7|[f14rflf ^ft WT TTtlTft r^37 ft WTft if 

71 Ait I” 

tft. 6(2G)/72-ft. aiTff. <™e ft. ft.] 


S.O. 442. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Act, 1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby 
makes the following rules further to amend the Export 
of Paints and Allied Products (Quality Control and Ins- 
pection) Rules, 1967. 

1. These rules may be called the Export of Paints and 
Allied Products (Quality Control and Inspection) Amend- 
ment Rules, 1973. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Paints and Allied Products 
(Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 1967- — 

the following proviso shall be added at the end of sub- 
rule (4): 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of three days refuse 
to issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter along with reason therefor." 

[No. 6(26)/72-EI&EP] 


^r. air 443. — fnftft (^ftrftfft iftft4 u [ ■aft? fftfthyw) 

sftftftftTnr, 1963 (1963 77 22) ftf UT7T 17 57TT RTTf 91777x1' 

77 Trafr Trrft ^p r ftiftft r rtttl ftxrir HTfx sin farxfar 
OrrftWi ffftrur aftft fftrVn-) frxrr, 1971 *f xtt ftifiiw 

75Tft ft IftE fniftWiVfr fTXR ETTTXWr TXlft ft, 

■srftiT : — - 

1. (1) §if T'HXrT 77 777 ftxmr en?7T CT77 iftxff 

(rftrffft? frftxw aifr fft7Vr) fRitxx frinT, 1973 ft 1 
(2) ft fj^rT 7^77 ?ftft I 

2. ft T -| < U| eTT|X ?777 fTxffT (TTftWt 7-1 99 T TXT 

frftiRW) frxrR, 1071 if, fTw 5 ft ijVfrTrr (4) ft ?XEr 

97 tftiTTVrW nfflTTlfw IVqT TTfrip, 

arxfft 

“( 4 ) uT-fr^nr (i) ft arftftr ftw 7ft uriW 

97, tb l U| ^7971 f77 7777 JT7TOT7 97 ftp L^ ?'H -H P'R 

7ft TrfTrxT ft ^iVet ?ft 9 11 4 ft srftfr irxf'77 

77T??nft frftTurf t;t ttufr iftrsfi ittt ft 7X7 ft ft afl“7?v'7rt 
f nftf^pir 77 97ft^rr ft 49719; xt ?ti ttW 7ft rnTTi fftfxftV 
ft 31^977 Trrft ft fall 3177 9971 TTirxft 17ft ft 

ftfa fax ft ftfa 97777-9x7 fti7 fa 97V7 TTTfafa faftw aftl 
faT^^rr ft rfafyx Tiriif 7ft 777 77777 ft afiV faTfr-Tfatp 
ft I 

97ifj; jT§T 37fa77T4r 77T ^77 977R TTTTUTX 7 Iff ft 

1797 ft, 7ft 7T #7 fair ft 7W aifttr ft 

ftlfR fan 97fPi7-97' ftft ft r777 W7 fti7 7797 
i^f gxn 7 ft 57ft ft 

faflfx-Tft ft ffafam ttAtt r 

[77. 6(26)/72-ft. 37ft. ^ ft. 
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S.O. 443, — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes the fol- 
lowing rules further to amend the Export of Transmission 
Line Towers (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 1971, 
namely: — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Trans- 
mission Line Towers (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Amendment Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force at once. 

2. In the Export of Transmission Line Towers (Quality 
Control and Inspection) Rules, 1971, for sub-rule (4) of 
rule 5 the following sub-rule shall be substituted, namely 

(4) On receipt of the intimation and declaration under 
sub-rule (1), the Agency on satisfying itself that during 
the process of manufacture, adequate quality con- 
trols specified under rule 4 have been exercised 
and after further such Inspection or testing as con- 
sidered necessary to ensure conformity of the con- 
signment to the standard specification, shall within 
three days, Issue a certificate that the consignment 
satisfies the conditions relating to quality control 
and Inspection and is export-worthy. 

“Provided that where the agency Is not so satisfied, 
it shall within the said period of three days refuse 
lo issue such certificate and communicate such 
refusal to (he exporter along with (he reasons there- 
for." 

(No. 6(26)/72-EI&EP] 

*KT. aft- 444.— faETE (TOrfac^ (WT fcr%OT) 

^rfaffEE, 1963 (1963 W[ 22) fit HTTT 17 ffET KfK f l fat T E T 

fr toIe tfEf inj, qWfa etot?, tfNrr iffcprf 4 
(TOifarfa farour arft faYfaw) faq-E, 1967 ^ aif? EfThrE 
45E* 4 faf farofafafE faEE TOTlft if, 3r»lfa; 

1. (i) fawl fpr ate ffaw yfsnrf 4 faqfV (Tot- 

fafa farm- aift faiVn-) ifatEE fartnr, 1973 1 1 

(2) 4 n^rr ffW 1 

2. rfkjRi 4 faqfrr (TOifafaT sift faYt- 
^r°r) Pare, 1007 4 sr-faEE (4) if - , farofafirE 

9 1'iyn arf^r viu^n, aDlf'f : — 

"tea; vffi arfvrqpor it ?e toe reeft a# ft 

eat T?f Tf #r far swe rtFr 4 »fm7 

tfar TEDr-TE 44 fEE TR ^ET RAT ^r4 fat? 
TER Rf§rT 'Til' ifaf fW ^ TlY rF 

ifafaE ttYet r 

[E. 6(26)/72-C an5 c f <ft.D 

S.O. 444.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following rules further to amend the Export of Diesel 
Engines (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 1967, 
namely : — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Diesel En- 
gines (Quality Control and Inspection) Amendment Rules, 
1973. 

(2) They shall come Into force at once. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Diesel Engines (Quality 
Control and Inspection) Rules, 1967, to sub-rule (4), the fol- 
lowing proviso shall be added, namely: — 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of three days refuse to 
issue such certificate and communicate such refu- 
sal to the exporter along with the reasons there- 
for.” 


ATT. ■3TT 445.— fTRlV (TTTlWf faWT Tfft faY^R) 
arfafWr, 1963 (1963 rt 22 ) tY tim 17 fim Tote srWrt 

Crt Jttrfrr ret efafk eter, wi 4 faRf?r 

(TOrfafa fawr faYfaR) Fete, 1067 sriY erHie 

TTA «l? faf faErfarfarE Y-TEE ErfTTTTT tarF f, RAfq; ;— 

1 . ( 1 ) r^r FeteI rt ate fiYfaEnfaE Twrf 4 faqfE 

(TOrfarYi fawn" arf? faYfaR) erFet Fete, 

1973 I 

(2) 4 AfET TE[E fW I 

2 . Riw-ErfatT toeY 4 faqfE (TOrfarfa fwm sift 

faYfs^R) Yaw, 1967 ^ Yare 4 4 ff-faRE ( 4 ) 
4 fVEAfafa lE EExpl ^ftlT SFEET, RRfa; — 

- "TE^ 71ft RfaPIfR RT ?PT TOE RETOFr ^6# ft 

EfT f, ffT ffN" tfT fst ; 3TO gcrfd vfh=|7 

TOFTTOT # SEE ^ nVT teff 

«5Eart prfW tfrf f^ifE ^ TO 1 fkiEfTOTTrrf «ft 

[it. 6(20 / 72^ f" 'ft.T 

8.0. 445. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following rules further lo amend the Export of Power Driven 
Pumps (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules. 1967. name- 
ly 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Power 
Driven Pumps (Quality Control and Inspection) Amend- 
ment Rules. 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force at once. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Power Driven Pumps (Qua- 
lity Control and Inspection) Rules, 1967, to sub-rule (4), the 
following proviso shall be added, namely:--— 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied. It 
shall within the said period of three days refuse 
to issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter along with the reasons there- 
for.” 

(No. 6(26)/72-EI&EPJ 

WT. 3tT. 446. — f'H qTT (TOtWf fcTTTOf 3lft EE^Qr) 
arMEET, 1003 (1903 f>T 22) fff OTfT 17 ^TET TO qiiWlf 
m TOtfE frt, EF6E, fq vnff q? tnsrf q! fWfr 
(fVf^TW) fTTEE, 1067, rT 3(klflEr qiEt 4 
fel^Of ?*ieiq fff^lET TPirfl' - 

1. 0) fAhEt J6T ATE T'TOTcft ml 4 

^PT) EflttET iVfE, 1973 if I 

(2) ffEr rtet rW I 

2 . frrsfrft- 4 q'frT 4 f-ETfr (f‘T?V Jr .) fr?rrr, jogy, q! 

ffEE 4 4 OT-fEEE (4) rf, f-rnfrl^ad EEph 
TlffT ETtpTT. 

“fEf; EfT arhCRE 2ET ?E EEWIE Eg 1 ) 4 ff 

art f, «rff Af ffhr to 3tt?e 4 »ffaE 

tfnT rrEFT-TT rfvf qnr f^lT EEr fat? 

■'bEurt Efarr fEE 4 ffa E t faEfE-mf Ti 
WRfad tFlfar I 


[No. 6(26)/72-EI&EP] 


LE. 0(20)/72-g c Jire; firs f rffa 
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S.G. 446. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes 
the following rules, further to amend the Export of Electric 
Fans (Inspection) Rules, 1967, namely: — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Electric 
Fans (Inspection) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force at once. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Electric Fans (Inspection) 
Rules, 1967. to sub-rule (4), the following proviso shall be 
added, namely. — 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of three days refuse to 
issue such certificate and communicate shall refu- 
sal to the exporter ulong-with the reasons there- 
for.” 

[No. 6(26)/72-EI&EP] 

m. 3TT. 447 — tRRRR 3flV faTfaR) 
arTRTRqR, 1993 (1993 tPT 22) RTTT 17 fTRT W? 

RR JHlfrr R7RR7, TYlellif Rsfrlf 4 faRfR 

(Tn?eri% faVfyor) ?rrr, 1907 4 sr?V fRitor 

4 ^ RREft 4 , 

1 . ( 1 ) ?r rr rtr FrW, 4 

(RRifafa 3tT7 IViVd r^tHet ?rrr, 

1973 I 

(2) if tr^r gfrf 1 

2, ?RRT3 C Rijfbrt 4 (RRiferfe ?rrw -arft 

far-rtf, 1967 4 ?RW 4 4 RT'-fRRR' (4) 
4 fRTRteifigrFr 9 5itfT reftt, 

3T?f 3ftRWT RR w JTRR7 REWIR R# 

RRT if, RfjT 3RR tfk t$T R^ 3RR Wfa 4 *fkl7 

tfRT RRNT-RR gft 4 fRR? RR ^RT RRT t[RRi teP3 

RTRurf RfgR qW fRR7 4 Rif if fJEH (R-Rmf R^f 

RR^Rff RRh-R 1” 

CR. 6(26)/72-? 1 arts' 4 <ft.] 

S.O. 447. — In exercise of the pewers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following rules further to amend the Export of Sewing 
Machines (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 1967, 
namely : — 

1. (1) Those rules may be called (he Export of Sowing 
Machines (Quality Control and Inspection) Amendment 
Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come inlo force at once. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Sewing Machines (Quality 
Control and Inspection) Rules, 1967, to sub-rule (4), the 
following proviso shall be added, namely:— 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, It 
shall within the said period of three days refuse to 
issue such certificate and communicate such refu- 
sal to the exporter along with the reasons there- 
for.” 

[No. 6(26)/72-EI&EP] 

RR. 3TT. 448.— 1 SRRffT (RRlMe fRRRtrr atft Fr-%W) 
3Thl?R«IR, 1963 0963 RR 22), Rfl RTTT 17 flTTT TP^xT snf; TRRf 
ER RrIr EEt/ 573, R^^hr R7RTR, RTxft ^ifdK 

tRRfff (RRrfVfS ?RRW rfRT WbfTtTD ^ERR, 1967 31^7 

RRffcET TRf Ri felt? fRTR-f^rftRiT f^TRR- n^ffT7T RRTfft if. 


1. 0) SR tRRRf RR RTR Tjff' SfiVn arfV Rfxfr Otf'RH 

fRT^rfxT (RRlferfcl fRRRW 3ftV fatfSTR) RRltRR 

PrRR - , 1973 f 1 

(2) 4 fJRR rW I 

2 . uV’ vStfjfR ’fa-RlR (RRitrlfs fclRRui 

faVfyw) fRRR, 1967 4 fRTPR 4 4 SR-faRR 1 

(4) iff 9 <t(R) RtljT RTRRT, 3P4 If) — 

“RRR, RST 3ftR!R0T RTf ^R- RRTT7 RRTCTR R# ffl 

RRT f, RfT «Tf5 R^ 'SRR ^IRtlT 4 »ftR7 

t^RT RRFR-RR tf' 3 RiR RR ^RT RRT ^(IRi fVlTJ 

RiltUll Rfgd" 5 tut 4 RT 1 1 ^ fRRfff-RiRf Rft 

R^RR Rr'rT I” 

1 

[R. 6(26)/ 72-^ c ^ 1 Tuzf 'ft.] 

5.0. 448.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following rules further to amend the Export of Small Tools 
and Hand Tools (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 
1967, namely: — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Small 
Tools and Hand Tools (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Amendment Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall, come into force at once. 

2. Tn rule 4 of (he Export of Small Tools and Hand 
Tools (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 1967, to sub- 
rule (4) the following proviso shall be added, namely: — 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of three days refuse to 
issue such certificate and communicate such refusal 
to the exporter along with the reasons therefor," 

[No. 6(26)/72-Bt&EP] 

^ "PT. 3R. 440. — fcpqfcp (cniTVifd ?RRRR elfi fRffytrj-) 

arfyfRRR, 1963 (1963 RTT 22), Rff HTTT 17 fRTr griVfrtrf 
RTT WrIr RT# s;Mr RRET7, RT ^R Rurl ?RRfR (RRTlVfe 
fRRRR 3ifV RYfjJR) TRRR, 1 067 RfV RrHiR RiRf 
fvP) l^RRTRpRTR ?RRR [Rlffim RRpff f, erxfffi; : — 

1- (1) 3R fWrt RR RTR RT^RRR fRvjfR (RRlf^fe 

?RRRW r/i fR/Vr) RRftTR fRRR, 1973 if I 

(2) 1 

2. fRRfR (RRTTerfs fRTRir 3TT7 ftTT^Spjr) 

f-TW, 1967 4 fRRR 4 4 OT-PRRR ( 4 ) ff fRpR- 

Pelt«U R 7 (Rrp 7ITERT, 3rRff( 

‘■RRR; RgT ^ifRRRR =PT ^R RTR RRR1TR RrF ^ 
RRT 4 1 , R?T RhR f^R rfff 3RR RRftr r 5 T-ftfR 
cftR RTPR-RR 4 RR7T7 RT ^Rp faq 

RTRTT RfgR IR7J7 ^ ^ 5 ^ 

RPQRR Tt' 4 II I 

[R. 6(26)/72-f c RTR Ro^ a 1 ifj-Q 

5.0, 449, — In exorcise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes 
the following rules further to amend (ho Export of llicycles 
(Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 1967, namely: — 
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1. (I) These rules may be called the Export of Bicycles 
(Quality Control and Inspection) Amendment Rules, 1973, 

(2) They shall come into force at once. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Bicycles (Quality Control and 
Inspection) Rules, 1967, to sub-rule (4), the following proviso 
shall be added, namely: — 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of three days refuse 
to issue such cretiflcate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter along with the reasons there- 
for.” 

[No. 6(26)/72-EI&EP] 

35. 35, 450— %%?r (351%% %iw %7 %7%w) 

arhlfaxtCT 11)63 (1963 35 22), % OT7T 17 f3T7T IRnf %%% 
35 377% hud' 53?, 3%% o <31 k, (Fl 

%7r*r, 1967 4' 3iiV ERrhr^r 3 % 4 %? %T5fcrt07r %37r 

n^TTTT *R% t, -3fcdr^ : — 

1, 0) 5 T %tt% wt bet 7%r %; (W%r) 

trorttrr f%rtr, 1973 t 1 

(2) ^ <TAd u^ti 1 

2, %% 3% f%r% (%7%ur) 1907, ^ f^nr 

4 ^ 3%%nT (4) Ff %H%?<3rT 97^ %3 

3TTWTT, 31%T 

'TrRT 37% ariVOTT 35 p" 9357 TRnrbT 5% gt 

579 f, 9% 05 vfbr %r oft 33vr 3%% 4 *%7 
E% WW-TT 7^ 3> 9>I7 05 / J IT 5*71 SfH9> %P? 
rtr Nxi| I «T% %) sj , 947 9> dll' ^ %9r%-9% 9?t 
7%%9 95% I” 

[77. 6(20)/ 72*5 C 31% ^ if ’ftj 

S.O. 450.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following rules further to amend the Export of Steel Trunks 
(Inspection) Rules, 1967, namely: — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Steel 
Trunks (Inspection) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force at once. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Steel Trunks (Inspection) 
Rules, 1967, to sub-rule (4), the following proviso shall be 
added, namely:— 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of seventy two hours 
refuse to issue such certificate and communicate 
such refusal to Ihe exporter along with the reasons 
therefor.” 

[No, 6(26)/72-EI&EP] 

55. air. 451 %9% (341 %% %7hot %7 %7%ar) 

arftrtVRT, 1903 (1903 35 22), % UT7T 17 f7T77 W5 ifitWnl' 
35 J53ET 9% 5)3, ■=K f l<l 57357, 37% 97% % 7%7 *IT% 

f%r% c^rVe) f%T5, 1007 % %? 7r7T%3 3% 3! f% 

^TTq- (JTff3T7T *R% f, 379%; 

1. (!) %7% 35 BET 97% 5[T% % 7%rt 97% 

S%i% d-R^pir) traffTT f%Er, 1&73 if 1 

(2) 71,7-5 5T5 %% I 


F , 1973/MAGHA 28, (894 [Part II— 


2. 97% 91% 3^ 79% 9T% f%7% (%7%ur) f%PT, 
1967 4 %q7T 4 4 (4) % 

37rt^3i 5lffT amjrtf, 37*7%; : — 

“37-rj) 9% affvpOT 99 3357 TTBITIM H ijl si 

TR5 9% 91 # 7335" 3TT% ^ »%R 

E% mnur-crT tt T357 35 
357orf </rf ^357 3? 3R 1 4 1 ^P3ffT-35rf 3f| 

35% I” 

%• 6(26)/ 72-^ anf t?3E S 1 3l] 

S.O. 451 . — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following rules further to amend the Export of Expanded 
Metal Steel Sheets (Inspection) Rules, 1967, namely:— 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Expanded 

Metal Steel Sheets (Inspection) Amendment Rules, 

1973, 

(2) They shall come into force at once. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Expanded Metal Steel 
Sheets (Inspection) Rules, 1967, to sub-rule (4), the follow- 
ing proviso shall be added, namely: — • 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of two days refuse to 
issue such certificate and communicate such refusal 
to the exporter along with the reasons Iherefor.” 

[No. 6(26)/72-EI&EP] 

35 . 35. 452.— (33l[V% %3W Sift f57%3T) 
srMETPT, 1963 (1963 35 22), % WT7T 17 (J3T7T KW 
35 JT%5 3% 3T7 3%k TT737T7 , «WfT 7%fT «T%T 
(%/%!) 1907 4 %7 3% ^ %T? 

fViTgTr *1%^ ^fnTT 37^ f, annf^ 

1. (1) ?5 f5wl 35 5T5 75% 3% f%rffT 

C%T%^Trrr) TEfiftRI f%pT, 1973 f I 

(2) 4 fpRT IF[tf I 

2. «W«' 75% 37% %3f7T (%rI^oD %5ir, 1967, 

^ %7rtr 4 3i 5T-%7rir (4) # 377<13I 

rt(f I 75135, 3RI%; : — 

' "T<*t|, i -TTb 35 5357 755155 ^ 

575 f, 3% 3? 72 % 33xT 3T%«r 3? 7%7 

P% 3"HTW-3T 7l g 3>l< 35 3% fP4T ?7T3s ffTt) 
357% 7rF55 (j'tf ^ 35? 3> 3T? 5 ' % 3ft 

7%t5rr 37% I” 

[7T. 6(26)/ 72~zf 3[T^ tfuS f 

S.O. 452.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes the 
following rules further to amend the Export of Stainless Steel 
Utensils (Inspection) Rules, 1967, namely: — 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Stainless 
Steel Utensils (Inspection) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

(?) I hey shall come into force a! once. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Stainless Slccl Utensils (Ins- 
pection) Rules, 1967, to sub-rule (4), the following proviso 
shall be added, namely:— 
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‘Trovidcd that where the agency Is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of seventy two hours 
refuse to issue such certificate and communicate 
such refusal to the exporter along with the reasons 
therefor.” 

[No, 6(26)/72-F.T&EP] 

rrr. 3IT. 4B3 — fatrfrf fcfWJT 3TT7 

1903 (1963 *ET 22) ^ tTET 17 ftlTT 

srrfWr* drr Jr#*! ttt* 87?, frnm. qiiW wt 

tFnrp; (f^rtfspoo faroi, 1000 ^ arft oritur te* 

4 ft?P2 f-Rd ' *VlfBRV EffiffETl ^mfr 3T*rf^ 

1. (1) P dW 471 TPT qHW dNT H'-fTiTO 

frdfrr iRifcRr fWr, 1973 ^ 1 

(2) ** f^Rf Jr^er 8*1* 1 

2, twpar dNT wmr, t^rri (P^mr) faw, 

I960 ^ faror 4 OT-^TW (5) 4^ WET 97 f^PT- 
fatti d 39-fcm-rr irfdwrfVtr iTtit sntyn, arwrfrf ; — 

“(s) ^ arm rtoet «6E* 4 qwn; fa 
d$!V?r dNT fftTiTTi fw 3 antsnart 4 ar^r 
g“, aifirwr, tfrr far 4 *f*?n <nVr 41 * fa 4 fa 

«lfar gtWff 4T?* 87? WIW-TT ^falT : 

trj 5i|t affapwr $tr ifer imniEr 9^ ?* 

m w 9? ffk fai dft aprftr ^ tfcrc 

t?Vl fft-HUf-TT <fa* I* 8 "45 17 95? ’falT PINT sJEfa Pel l ? 
'duChl <1?gd' fa* !f4>Tf 4? 417* 7* fa7ffa"-9>7Tf 9ft 
UffaVtf 7779 |” 

[9. 6(26)/ 72-jf ofa t?i? f **] 


S.O. 453 .— Tn exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes tho 
following rules further to amend the Export of Electric 
Cables and Conductors (Inspection) Rules, 1968, namely:— 

1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Electric 
Cables and Conductors (Inspection) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force at once. 

2. In the Export of Electric Cables and Conductors (Ins- 
pection) Rules, 1968, for sub-rule (5) of rule 4, the follow- 
ing sub-rule shall be substituted namely: — 

(5) After, satisfying itself that the electric cables and 
conductors conform to the requirements of rule 
3, the agency shall within three days Issue a certifi- 
cate declaring the consignment as export-worthy. 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, 
shall within the said period of three days refuse 
to issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter along with the reasons there- 
for.” 

[No. 6(26)/72-ET&EPl 
*ET- w, 454. — fafarr OEitfVJe farorr - 3 fa fa ;fl$ruo 

1963 0963 9TT 22) fa OTTT 17 ^IT7T i^tr t( | iV( e] i 

*et ufar <rrtf 87?, fafar urm. 37* ^t? faf 4 w rraji 
^ fa-i ffarfa (farfarfr) 1971 fa faV triHet 
* 1 ? fan? fa*-lfa Test Xl ?-i'-rn mtft fa afafa 


1. (1) farqfa qrT TET 37* gr? ^ ^ 4T79 

IVhrrr fafafa (far*l*Rr) TRiHeT fw, 1973 f? I 

(2) 4 urn I 

2. 37* ?7? erf# ^ Tfi^TT 71^9 TINT ?H ^ f xT 

(*7TI*^nr) tw, ^ fmrr 4 ^ 39-*mir (4) 

Ff *mriViFf7T TTRyH TfifT yiT J FT, aTVffQ i— 

TftJT afb ^ < 'J| diT T7T M di l< ¥TNTOiH -1 ifi 

?* trt 8“, 93T W dT* SW 3Frf»J ^ 

»*F17 <*7IT TTPW-9T 3^* 1* ?mi7 «E7 «fnr 7TVT 
5^4) *eiT? =M< U| ) ni'jj rt t*7* ]f97R ^ Alt' R 1 * 

9T* mYrr p> 

[7*. 6(26)/72-r- 3mr rnid r. **] 


S.O. 454. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), the Central Government hereby makes the fol- 
lowing rules, further to amend the Export of Cast Iron 
Soil Pipes and Fittings (Inspection) Rules, 1971, namely:— 

1. (1) These ruels may be called the Export of Cast Iron 
Soil Pipes and Fittings (Inspection) Amendment Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force at once. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Cast Iron Soil Pipes and 
Fittings (Inspection) Rules, 1971, to sub-rule (4), the fol- 
lowing proviso shall be added, namely: — 

“Provided thut where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of two days refuse to 
issue such certificate and communicate such re- 
fusal to the exporter along-with the reasons there- 
for." 

[No. 6(26)/72-EI&EP] 

«6T. 3n. 455. — f7rqf?r faw’i 3if? farV'T) 

arfuArm, 1963 (1963 9T! 22) 9** WTT 17 JJT7T HtjTf Jflfmrf 
Til 5RTFT *trr^ 87?, E7W, 87* tjl? Hflf 3? 4'H g iv l 4 

3W9 *Wtt (frnV’T) fW, 1971 TEflttET 977^* 

4 ?vn? tTm mTWT mrft f, ^nifer; 

1. (1) 3pT fFrwf SFTT m 875* ?7? fit? 1 4 F'dgm q! 
to? (fTRVr) Tnjrhnr 1973 ^ 1 

(2) 7* flTRT JT^rl rW ! 

2. 87* 87? 4 F'dsfw ^ I?R ^TtlffT (fd7V9) 

fRm, 1971 ^ fmir 4 ^ m-fmir (4) if 

r«ft3r1 TTRITf) 5rfsr ilTCRl, omfli; 

“9TR1; 3TJJT ^5T ?7T mu RmiTR ^1# 

8* RIt if, m TT ?* fspT 47* TO 3Rf »J 4 

t?*m 1TOM-9T 7* pro qr? tVi m 
? ten? 9il< °1* E*87T tjT* 5 d>l< 4 917 1 *4* 
‘MrfT-mf ^7* i” 

RT. 6(26)/72-7 r - 3nT PWg f, rpf) 

S.O. 455.— In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963), tho Central Government hereby makes 
the following rules, further to amend the Export of Cast 
Iron Manhole Covers and Frames (Inspection) Rules, 1971, 
namely:- — 
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1. (1) These rules may be called the Export of Cast 
Iron Manhole Covers and Frames (Inspection) Amendment 
Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force at once. 

2. In rule 4 of the Export of Cast Iron Manhole Covers 
and Frames (Inspection) Rules 1971, to sub-rule (4), the 
following proviso shall be added, namely: — 

“Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied, it 
shall within the said period of two days refuse to 
issue such certificate and communicate such refusal 
to the exporter along-with the reasons therefor," 

[No. 6(26)/72-EI&EP] 


m. err. 456 .— w 9%% trcTR Vf w ^ fa fWf?r 

(Trrfw'f to u r srfV fcrtferor) gftrfwg, isg 3 (1963 qq 

22) qfl 9TTT 6 ^9T7T fiTH SlfW^rf 97T 7®% 97771 FT77, RTHT 

¥rr<fTR q5 TrfaFrcr iff 4 ewjP-w 

OtfuTpTTT 4. 97T. 37. 2835, 77. 21 ‘NtTTRT, 1966 

qft rrf tfftr 4 ggfw Mmr 95 fwftr 

**11461 4 Vq 4 hi<T 'll trio 379W9> *7 R4Kftd if 1 ; 

atft w qrqfhr gcqrn 4 gw i r qGre q5 fen? ^ 
fqrq gq hwt wiq ^ arft faqfg (qgrfWf 
fwwr 3fff f^^mr) Pqw 1964 4 fwg 2 4 gtr-Pqw 
( 2 ) ?rrr *r*7 opf%g ggf fwftr fartf^fTr Ttrw qrf »% 

f^q t , 

w=, m, w gg-^rw 4 ar^gror 4 1 , 4'*fat grw, 

xPKT 77*79^ fft WW; WlW 9T?f ^RTTWrmi 

9 ft gFrqrrc't 4 fcrq qgfsrm wifw f 1 

2. Tcrf^TTT 7£WT $ 37# f % gw 77779? 9 S tit 1 r* 
4 ^ aT^k *7 tfsFf 9 ft »tot 97 % 977 9rk »fr eg?w 
gk 5 tt ^ wnw qft 777 % 95 rffg ?w 4 tfrcR 

fagfa fcnVr ‘W tfwr, 14/1 tf, 

(gra# gf“gg), whw-i qrf ffcr xt4vt 1 

rwir 

«7W R7977 q5 Tprtpf rfawd' qft SlfUT^TT 

4, 97. 37- 2835, m7% 21 ^TTBR, i 960 R* fgR?gt?W 
*s 7 if nVlIild Iqi 01 vuq J II , ^rofpr : — 

1 . gw drf'tr^wT ^ 'tVr 1 gwftr ( 3 ) 4 wft 77 
fdwi'qfw gwfYr Ttiwrfw fargT giq-RT, 
anrfg; :— 

“(3) (pin 9 % 4 fcrq rnr#r rtw wt 5 m 

TOI RIW HI. RT.-2553-1971 HW- 

iwr 97 gr^ fVq gq 'iqwrTT# trohigt gf^r, 

'rff st fpin 'trig- 4 faq ftw ? 4? H r q ' ^ t 

4 ff rfwt f i” 

Rr. 6(27)/72-? t qttr f <ft] 

ORDER 


warded the same to the Export Inspection Council, as re- 
quired by sub-rule (2) of rule 1 1 of the Export (Quality 
Control and Inspection) Rules, 1964; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the said sub-rule, the 
Central Government hereby publishes the said proposals for 
the information of the public likely to be affected thereby. 

2. Notice is hereby given that any person desiring to for- 
ward any objection or suggestion with respect to the said pro- 
posals may forward the same within thirty days of the dato 
of publication of this Order in the Official Gazette to the 
Export Inspection Council, “World Trade Centre", 14/1 H 
Ezra Street (7th floor), Calcutta-1. 

PROPOSAI.S 

The notification of the Government of India in the late 
Ministry of Commerce No. S.O. 2835, dated the 21st Sep 
tember, 1966, shall be amended as follows, namely: — 

1. Tn paragraph 1 of the said notification, for sub-pura- 
graph (3), the following sub-paragraph shall be 
substituted, namely: — • 

“(3) recognises the Indian Standard Specification IS- 
2 J 53- 1 97 1 for safely glass with subsequent amend- 
ments, if any, issued from time to time by 
the Indian Standards Institution, as the standard 
specification for safety glass." 

[No. 6(27) /72-F.I&KP] 


«FT. Off. 457.— TFT: RTfiTPl 7FT ^ fa Wff 

rr'nfacft arft orNfwtr, 1963 0963 4T 

22 ) 9 ft Witt 0 form RTfr set 'ft?[ %p„ vrirg 

9 ! ?gqf?r B9m7 4 ferqrnr ^ Pgq, wrg r-rcirr? 4 

«rrfoT3«r rttw nft RFfT if oftwTfwr xt. 

•ft. arr. ieo8, crnW 3 1968 if ?Wg tf 

fffrrhnr Tnrqr aimw gvT gtfWk 5“ : 

artV w: RTTm 4 ot Jigtgg 4 friq 

MdlVe R77TTT 9gTq ^ fW g^ fWlT (WW? 
fflTTFT aift f'gtferur) fwir 1904 9? fwir 2 4 gtr-fWir 
( 2 ) 5iTT rvt apftfflrr fwfr f^rffemr ofTw qrf tfg ^ 
if = 

3RT: m, gw gtr-^NPT 4 3FpTi »r it ggT rtttt inw? 
4 fn&r >wn7 inrw arfv^wr g. m. arr. 3275 , grTW 
6 aw^7, 1970 *4 arfWfg qrnf ^q, 6T957 gRlf 

ggrw: fmfqrr wf wrimrrtir gwirff 9? fgq 
gw j wrr qg^m wif^rg qmff f 1 

q7r^T7T rtrt ?ff gnfj f fV ^-frr jTwrrlf 4 «n7 i 

9T ipFTT ’fqpf qff W3T 9TTvf qigr 9^ SRtw ggf 

fTT afflfTT 4 7T3W ff WrrfctFT fW 9>f 917% 4 ffaf 4 

»ftg7 fwfg 'n'fgq “9?^ 5^ 4*er', 14M. 

(RTTl^fF rrtW), 9 7 <4 9)6 91 - 1 9ft fE^Tf I 


RTW H r9)T7 95 TREftf 9T%W W1W 9ff aiftig^HT 
g. 97r. arr. igob rm% 3 g^, 1968 ^ gwfg 95 irft 77 

gwfg g^fwrfw ‘Nhtt giggr aruftr; — 


S.O. 456. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
ion, that, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 6 of 
the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act. 1963 (22 
of 1963), it is necessary and expedient to amend the noti- 
fication of the Government of India in the late Ministry of 
Commerce No. 2835, dated the 21st September, 1966, re- 
lating to safety glass, in the manner specified below for the 
development of the export trade of India; 

And whereas the Central Government has formulated the 
proposals specified below for the said purpose and has for- 


“ggnftr” 

(9i) fgferiV?- wt «for 4 fgq rtw 9 % 

'P’fwr ff%r %q nq c^ff qr^r ^ nq), di%f 

fTW ?f iqq, ggp’ rq wr % wr, g^ff, rg rw 
g»n 3 rgr artfy^mtsrf g ifw fwr ^fgf fgrf gf ws 1 - ^73 
1 4 fgqfrrwrT Vf giw 4 ar^im wt %q nq 
IVfgfqrf q5 oFRnr 
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!F.iT — tJWP' #1KT 4# 

#o 


1. zm 

•* C5 

2 . 5 . 1 #o#to #10. 2 #o#f o ( 'T— 4* ) 

.3. 7 . 6 #oifto # 12.7 #o#f ° ( 3*- 5’ ) 

4. 10. 2#°#t° # 1 5. 2#olft° ( 4'-6") 

5- 12.7#o#to# 17.8#o#to (5"-7") 

H. 1 S , 2#®*fV° # 20. 3#o#t° ( 6'- 8') 

7. 17. S#°lfN #22. 9#°#to ( 7"-9') 

8. 20.3 #“#10 #25. ( 8'-l O') 

9. 22 . 9 #o*fr° 41 27.9#“4 #o (o'-lT) 

10. 2 5.4 #°I#° # 30. 5 #oJ#o ( 10*- 12') 

11. 27. 9#o#t« # .13. 0#°J#o ( 1 T— 13*) 

12. 30. 5#o#T° # 35. 6#c.jfto ( 1 2'— 14') 

1 3. 33. 0#°*#° #38.1 #o#to ( 13"- 15') 

14. 35. R#oifto # 40. 6#°#to (l4'-16') 

15. 38-1 #°ifto # 43. 2#o#fo ( l s'-l 7*) 

16. 40. R#o*fro # 45. 7#°#U ( 16'-18‘) 

17. 43. 2#olfto # 48. 3#o»fto ( 17—19') 

18- 45.7#°#U# 50 , 8 #oifro (l8*-20') 
19. 48. 3 # 53. 3#°#G ( 19'-2l') 

20 50. 8#°#t° # 5S. 9#sl#o ( 20'-22') 
21. 53.3#o#to# ( 2 l'— 23*) 

22- 55. 9 #Ttfro # 61 . OtolfTo (22-'24') 


10. 2#‘>#T° ( 4. 00'), #f¥3 12.7 #»J#° ( 5. O') #4131 
12. 7 #°lfto (5. o'),%finr 15. 2#°>fto (6.0') # 4m 
15. 2#°ifto (6. O') #pFT 17. 8#oJfto (7.0')# «RJT 
17. 8#°i#° ( 7. O') #f#3 20. 3#°#to (s.0*)# 4m 

20. 3#°#t° (8. O') #Pim 22. 9#°#r® ( 9 . 0 ')# 4m 

22. 9#o#f° (9.0') #f<im 25. 4#otfro ( 10. O') # 4m 
25. 4#°#to ( 10. O') #f«FT 27. 9 #°#to ( 1 1. 0*) # 4m 
27. 9#o#ro (U.O") #f4m 30. 5 #°#Vo ( 12. 0*) #4m 
30. 5#oJfr» (l2.0*) 33. 0#°#N ( 13. O') # 4m 

33. 0#oI#d ( 13. O') #fom 35. 6#oT#o ( 14. O') #4m 

35. 6#o#Vo ( 14. O') #f4m 3 8.1 #o?fto ( 15.0') #4>K 

3 8.1 #°#to ( 15. O') #ftm 40. 6#°#to ( 16. O') # 4m 

40. 6#o#To ( 16. O') #ftm 43, 2#oJfto ( 17. O') # 4m 

43,2 #o#t u ( 17. o') #f#m 45. 7 #°#T I > ( IS. O') # 4m 

4 5.7 #o#to ( 18. O') #1*68- 48. 3 #°#lo ( 1 9 . O') # *PTT 

48. 3#°#t° ( 19, O') #ftm 50, R#i>ifto (20. O') #4m 
50. 8#ol#o (20. O') #f4m 53. Stoifli! (21. O') #4m 

5 3.3 #ojfVo (21.0’) #fam 55. 9 #<nfto (22. O') # 4m 

5 5.9 #04# o (22. O') #f4m 58. 4#°>#o ( 23. 0") # 4m 
58. 4#o#to (23.0*) #f4m 61 . 0 #°#U ( 24. 0”) # 4m 

61 . 0#o#Y° (24. O') #f<FT 63, 5#oi#o ( 25 0*)# 4m 


#3TT 4# '"1*^(1 Of.'l 

4 

10. 2 #'°lfro (4.0*) # 4m 

5, 1 #o#t<> (2,0') #f>»3T 12.7 Hoifto ( 5. O') # 4UT 


7. 6#o#t« (3.0') #f^T 15. 2#oJfto (6. 0 ") # 4m 
10. 2#o#V° (4.0') #ftm 17. 8#o#N ( 7 . O') #4m 
12.7#°#)° (5.0') #f#*l 20.3#o 1 # 0 (8.0')# 4m 
15 . 2 #o#Vo (6.0') #f4m 22 . 9 #°#U ( 9 . o') # 4m 
17.8 #ai#° (7.0*) #f4m 25.4 #°#N ( 1 0 . O') # 4m 
20. 3#°#U (8.0") #f«f6T 27 . 0#°#N ( 11 . O') # 4m 
22.9#‘ 5 #f c > (9.o') 3 0 . 5 #»#)o ( 1 2 . 0 )# 47*1 

25. 4#o#V° ( 10.0*) 33.0#o#Vo ( 13. o') # 

27. 9#o#to ( 11 . O') Slf'R 35. 6#oT#o ( 14. O') # 4JJf 
30. 5#o#Vo (12.0') #1#^ 38.1 #°#U ( 15. 0") #47H 
33. (l3-0') ##6^ 40. 6#o#t-o ( 1 6. O') #4nT 

35. 6#°lft° ( 14. O') 43. ( 1 7 , 0" ) # W 

38. 1 #o#to ( 1 5. O') 45. 7 #o#to ( 18. O’) # 4HT 

40 6#o#f» (16. O') 48. 3 #o#to ( L 9 . 0' ) # <T?JT 

43. 2#o#r^ (17.0") 50. 8#n#Vo ( 20. o') #tjt 

45.7 #° 1 fr° ( 18. O') 53. 3#o#Vo ( 21 . O') # 

48. 3 ( 19.0*) #f#4 55. 9#°<#o ( 22.0') # «F*T 

50. 8#cl#‘’ ( 20. O') 58.4 #^#to ( 23. 0") # 4nT 

5 3.3#‘> I #o ( 21 . O') 61 . 0#o#V° (24. 0*) #4TrT 


10. 2#otfto ( 4') # trfOT 20%#nr#4r^^# 

10. 2 #o*fro ( 4') 4 # l^rf 4 T# #41 2 0 %# 9 rf#TTnflf ft# 
12. 7#o#To ( 5') 4 # %RI 20% # STfSTTHT^ 

15.2#o#to (6') 4# 4T# %4T 2 0% # lrf#47 ^jlf# 

17. 8#»1#9 (r) 4# 13T4T{ 4T% %4T 2 0% # wftm iT^f 
20, 3#°tfro (s') Tl 1 ?rwrf ^41% #41 2 0% # wfe* 63# ft# 

22. 9#o#to (9') 4# snsrrf itt# % nr 2 0% # wfW ^1# 

25. 4#o#fo ( 10') 4# *P=*T$ 4T% #fr 10%# wf#>F5Tf#?f# 
27. 9#o#to ( 1 l') 4# ^TWTTf 4T# %»T 1 0% # 4rf#4f ^ ^T# 
30. 5#0#r o (12*) 4# irnrrf 1 o% # ^ s(f# 

33.o #o#to ( i3') 4# *r«rrf tt# %jt i o% # p-Tct^ ? fr# 
35. 6#°#U ( 14') 4#5fi4rT$ 4T#%4r 1 0% # 4TRT4F ?f# 
38. i#o#Yo (15') qT%#vr io%#wru4r^T^i# 

40.6#o#tf ( 1 6') 4# 4T^rf 4T# ^41 1 0% # 4Tf#4f ^flr ?f# 
43.2 #o#to ( 17’) 4# wrsrrf 47# #41 1 0% # 5TftP5 jjf# 
15.7#oifr 0 ( 18') 4#*P4rrf 4t#%4T 1 0% # ^ ?f# 

4 R . 3 #n#t t> ( 19') 4# 4T# %4T 1 0% # srfsTfl rft (ft# 

50 . 8 #°#N ( 20') 4# 41^T# 4T# ^nfl 1 0% # *##4? ^ ff# 
5.3.3#0#r O (2r)4#5TP?^ 4T#414r 1 0% # ^3*5 ff# 
55, 9#oJ#o (22') #4riTr?srr#%sr 1 o% # pfw ^ 5'f# 
58. 4#o#To (23-) 4#5F4Tf TT# #41 1 0% # wf#41 ^ ff# 


46 G of 1/72—9 
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[Part ri— 


23- 58. 4#°jfro B 63. 5 RoifU ( 23'-25*) 

24. 61 . O^oJfro R 66. 0 ( 24'-26") 

2 5. 63, 5 ifotfto # 08. 6lM)° ( 2 5'-27*) 

2G. 66. ORoifro t 7 I . 1 ( 2 6*— 28") 

27. 68. R 73. 7 to^flo ( 27*-29") 

28. 71. 1 tfolfro t 76. 2ifoJfr° ( 28'- 3 0*) 

2 9. 73.7 SojfU R 78. 7^cJfto ( 29*- 31") RRT RRR RfffB 


6 3. 5 Bfelfro (25.0*) ItfBR 6 6.0 #ojfto ( 26. 0") (tB 

06. ORoffN (20.0') BIBr 68. fi^olfto (27. O') 3 BR- 
OS. etfoifto (2 7.0') plfBff 71.1 Roifro (28. 0* )*f BR 

71.1 RoffN (28. 0*) iTFBR 73. 7 RoRf° ( 29. o’) R BR 

73. 7#°*fN (29.0') BfBff 76. 2$ajfrt> (.30. O') RBR 

76.2 ( 30. O') SrfBR 78. 7 tolfto ( 3 I . O') RBR 


4 


55. 9 tfolfro (22.0') BfttR 63.5 Rolfto ( 2 5. 0") ^ BR 

58. 4tf°»ft>> (23. 0 ”) SlfBR 66. 0 ( 26. O') t BR 

61. O^ojfro (24. O') BfBR 68. 6 foifto (27. 0") ft BR 

63. 5#ojf|-o (25. O') BfBR 71. 1 toRfo (28. O') 3 BR 

66. ( 26. O') SrfiBT 7 3.7 R°*fto (29. O') tf BR 
68, etfotflo (27.0') %fBR 76. 2’T'jfto (30. O') # BR 
71.1 flforfto (28.0') BfBR 78. 7 BftfN ( 31 . O') $ BR 


5 


61-Otfoifro (24”) BtRBRrf RPYBR 10%IOTl : lTBRfr?f't 
63.5 RoJft-o ( 25') Bl BRfff B!% Br 10% B RfRB Riff $fB 

ee.otoRto ( 26 ') BY rtrt£ rtB Br i o% ?r wRtb r$i 3TB 

68. 6#°Rto (27’) BlR«IT$RTffRR 10% 8 RftTR Rff #1 
71.1 tolfto ( 28’) Bl RWflf RIR %R 1 0% t RpffB ffjf 
73.7 R=ift° ( 29') BY R«Tlf R!% Br I 0% tf RFrB Rff £fff 
7 6.2 RoRN ( 30') BY RfRlf RfR Br 1 0% t RfaB R^f ffB 


RTT*ft 

(«r) 'I'Erri ci) rtrr Rhr ft «ror?rf r* 
snrfrt ?rt «frprf R!T »w 15 ’rV. 4. ft srtfTB r# 
4rt Rif?^ (tvt ?rr t? *£Reft 4? 20 frt? ft 3rPtrff; r# 4rt 
nrfty; 1 

(2) RW ITRi faB ft 50 fcr. 4- ft afflTB ^4 <H RTft 

ampt 1 srftmR RRRnf *4 rrtt 4 43 ! r) 4b 

<4 ^4 5TRRR 73 f*T, 4. fft4 I 

(s) i mrt <4 RT^-^Ff ijttt *fcnt 4 fm; WW 4 

RRT fH^f-RFf tUm 4 f$P? R’ R BR 1 R* 1 

t i < R! ri J ll I” 

[R. 60(27)767-^. fR, R^iT ?R. R.3 
ORDER 

S.O. 437, — Whereas the Central Government is of opin- 
ion that, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 6 of 
the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 
of 1963), it is necessary and expedient to amend the noti- 
fication of the Government of India in the late Ministry of 
Commerce No. S.O. 1608. dated the 3rd May, 1968 regard- 
ing Human Hair in the manner specified below for the deve- 
lopment of the export trade of Tndia; 

And whereas the Central Government has formulated the 
proposals specified below for the said purpose and has for- 
warded the same to the Export Inspection Council as 


required by sub-rule (2) of rule 1 1 of the Export (Quality 
Control and Inspection) Rules, 1964; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the said sub-rule, and in 
supersession of the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Foreign Trade, No. S.O. 3275 dated the 
6th October, 1970, the Central Government hereby publishes 
the said proposals for the information of the public likely 
to be affected thereby. 

2. Notice is hereby given that any person desiring to for- 
ward any objection or suggestion with respect to the said pro- 
posals may forward the same within thirty days of the date 
of the publication of this Order in the Official Gazette to the 
Export Inspection Council, “World Trade Centre’', 14/IE. 
Ezra Street (7th floor), Calcutta-1. 

PROPOSALS 

In the notification of the Government of India, in the late 
Ministry of Commerce, No. S.O. 1608, dated the 3rd May, 
1968, for the Annexure, the following Annexure shall be 
substituted, namely: — 

“The Annexure 

Specifications for the Human Hair. 

A. Specifications ; — The human hair shall be fully pro- 
cessed (double drawn), well washed, dried and free 
from oil, fat, dirt, lice, chemical and other impuri- 
ties pnd cut at both ends. It shall conform to the 
specifications given hereunder as per the declaration 
on the exporter :— 
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SI. Grade-size 

No. 

I 2 

I. Tukkus 


2. 

5.1 

ems- 

•10.2 

ems 

( 2"^") 

3. 

7.6 

CiUS- 

-12.7 

ems 

( 3"- 

-5") 

4. 

10.2 

ems 

-15.2 

ems 

( 4*- 

-6") 

5. 

12.7 

eras- 

-17.8 

ems 

( 5*- 

-7*) 

6. 

15.2 

ems- 

-20.3 

ems 

( 6" 

-8") 

7. 

17.8 

ems- 

-22.9 

ems 

( 7" 

-9*) 

8. 

20.3 

ems- 

-25.4 

ems 

( 8" 

-10") 

9. 

22.9 

ems- 

-27.9 

ems 

( 9" 

-1 1 ") 

10. 

25.4 

ems- 

-30.5 

cnis 

(10* 

-12‘) 

11. 

27.9 

ems* 

33.0 

ems 

(11* 

-13") 

12. 

30.5 

CI119- 

-35.6 

ems 

(12* 

-14") 

13. 

33.0 

cim- 

-38. I. 

ems 

(13" 

-15") 

14. 

35.6 

cms-40 . 6 

ems 

(14"- 

-16") 

15. 

38.1 

c ms- 

■43.2 

ems 

(15* 

-17") 

16. 

40.6 

cm s 

-45.7 

ems 

(16" 

-18") 

17. 

43.2 

cms^!8 . 3 

ems 

(17* 

-19*) 

18. 

45.7 

ems- 

-50.8 

ems 

08" 

-20*) 

19. 

48.3 

CUIS- 

-53.3 

ems 

(19" 

-21") 

20. 

50.8 

ems- 

-55.9 

ems 

(20" 

22") 

21. 

53.3 

ems- 

-58.4 

ems 

(21*- 

-23") 

22. 

55.9 

ems- 

-61.0 

ems 

(22*- 

-24") 

23. 

58.4 

ems- 

-63.5 

ems 

(23* 

-25") 

24. 

61.0 

ems- 

-66.0 

ems 

(24*- 

-26") 

25. 

63,5 

ems- 

-68.6 

ems 

(25*- 

-27") 

26. 

66.0 

oms 

-71.1 

ems 

(26*- 

-28") 

27. 

68.6 

ems- 

-73.7 

ems 

(27*- 

-29") 

28. 

71.1 

ems- 

-76.2 

ems 

(28*- 

-30") 

29. 

73.7 

ems- 

-78.7 

ems 

(29*- 

-31") and above 


Hair length 
4 


Bundle length 

3 “ 


tO. 2 ems (4.0") to below 12.7 ems (5.0") 

12.7 ems (5,0") to below 15.2 tms (6.0*) 

15.2 ems (6.0") to below 17.8 ems (7.0") 

17.8 ems (7.0") to below 20.3 ems (8,0") 

20. 3 ems (8.0") to below 22.9 ems (9.0") 

22.9 ems (9.0') to below 25.4 ems (10.0*) 

25.4 ems (10.0") to below 27.9 ems (11 .0") 

27.9 ems (11 .0") to below 30.5 ems (12.0") 

30.5 ems (12.0") to below 33.0 ems (13.0") 

33.0 ems (13.0") to below 35.6 ems (14.0") 

35.6 ems (14,0") to below 38. 1 ems (15.0") 

38. 1 ems (15.0") to below 40.6 ems (16.0*) 

40.6 ems (16.0") to below 43.2 ems (17.0") 

43.2 ems (17.0") to below 45.7 ems (18.0") 

45.7 ems (18.0") to below 48.3 ems (19.0") 

48.3 ems (19.0") to below 50.8 ems (20.0") 

50.8 ems (20.0") to below 53.3 ems (21 .0") 

53 . 3 ems (21 .0") to below 55.9 ems (22,0") 

55.9 ems (22 , 0 ") to below 58 . 4 ems (23 . 0 ") 

58.4 ems (23.0”) to below 61 ,0 ems (24.0*) 
61 .Oems (24.0”) to below 63.5 ems (25.0”) 

63.5 ems (25.0*) to below 66.0 ems (26.0") 

66 . 0 ems (26 , 0 ") to below 68.6 ems (27 . 0 ") 

68.6 ems (27.0”) to below 71.1 ems (28.0") 

71.1 ems (28.0*) to below 73.7 ems (29.0") 

73.7 ems (29.0") to below 76.2 ems (30.0") 

76.2 ems (30.0*) to below 78.7 ems (31 .0") 


Tolerance 

5 


Less than 10.2 ems (4") 

5.1 ems (2.0*) to below 12,7 ems (5.0") 

7, 6 ems (3.0*) to below 15.2 ems (6.0") 
10.2 ems (4.0") to below 17.8 ems (7.0") 

12.7 ems (5.0") to below 20.3 ems (8.0") 

15.2 ems (6.0") to below 22,9 ems (9,0*) 

17.8 ems (7.0") to below 25.4 ems (10.0") 

20 . 3 ems (8.0*) to below 27 . 9 eras (11.0") 

22.9 ems (9.0") to below 30.5 ems (12.0") 

25.4 ems (10.0") to below 33,0 ems (13.0") 

27.9 ems (11.0") to below 35.6 ems (14.0*) 

30.5 ems (12.0*) to below 38. 1 ems (15.0") 

33.0 ems (13.0") to below 40.6 ems (16.0") 

35.6 ems (14.0") to below 43.2 ems (17.0") 

38.1 ems (15.0") to below 45.7 ems (18.0") 

40.6 ems (16.0") to below 48 , 3 ems (19.0") 
43.2cms (17.0") to below 50.8 ems (20.0") 

45.7 ems (18.0*) to below 53.3 ems (21 .0") 

48.3 ems (19.0”) to below 55,9 ems (22.0") 

50.8 ems (20.0*) to below 58. 4 ems (23.0*) 

53.3 ems (21 .0") to below 6) .0 ems (24.0") 

55.9 ems (22.0") to below 63.5 ems (25.0") 

58.4 ems (23 , 0 ") to below 66 , 0 ems (26 . 0 " ) 
61 .0 ems (24.0") to below 68.6 ems (27.0") 

63.5 ems (25.0") to below 71.1 ems (28.0") 

66.0 ems (26.0") to below 73.7 ems (29.0") 

68.6 ems (27.0") to below 76.2 ems (30.0") 

71 . 1 ems (28.0") to below 78.7 ems (31 .0") 


Hair more than 10.2 ems (4") shall not exceed 20% 
Hair below 10.2 ems (4") shall not exceed 20 % 
Hair below 12.7 ems (5") shall not exceed 20% 
Hair lx low 15.2 ems (6*) shall not exceed 20% 
Hair below 17.8 ems (7") shall not exceed 20 % 
Hair below 20.3 ems (8") shall not exceed 20% 
Hair below 22.9 ems (9") shall not exceed 20% 
Hair below 25.4 ems (10*) shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 27,9 ems (11 ") shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 30.5 ems (12") shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 33.0 ems (13*) shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 35.6 ems (14*) shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 38.1 ems (15") shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 40.6 ems (16") shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 43.2 ems (17") shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 45.7 ems (18") shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 48.3 ems (19") shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 50.8 ems (20*) shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 53 . 3 ems (21 ") shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 55 . 9 ems (22") shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 58.4 ems (23") shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 61 ,0 ems (24*) shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 63 , 5 ems (25") shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 66,0 ems (26") shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 68,6 ems (27*) shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 71 . 1 ems (28*) shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 73.7 ems (29") shall not exceed 10% 
Hair below 76.2 ems (30") shall not exceed 10% 


B. Packing : — 1. Human Hair shall be neatly bundled in bundles of diameter not exceeding 15 mm with not more than 20 roi re’s of 
twine, 

2. The bundle shall be tied at a distance not exceeding 50 mm from one end. In ease of larger length, the distance between 
subsequent ties shall be approximately 75 mm. 

The bundles shallbe packed in card board cartons for transport by air an din wooden cases for transport by sea. 

[No, 60 (27)/67- l&EP] 


3. 
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anftrr 

«rr. sit. isg.— dfr: tru ft Paw mm ft Ptw ft 
fVc? tem mftt (anditeTfn) ft arteriWr r inm r t 
arte aquroftf Tit Pmite ft ^ TTitetet Pmtew aite tentem 
ft artfNr srrft ft Pti? ttPtW ttttt temter ( TT i P ir d 
aft* fW?^r) tern, 1964 ft temi i ft a^pH^y 
( 2 ) ^nrr trti -artPgm, Tim mw ft *[^ft TiPtem tdrrw 

Vt arterr^yyi ?wit 77. an. 4463, mVW 10 P-u-rmr , 1988 

ft armrter m ft trtw, arenwr, rnrfo 10 te nm , 

1068 7PT 2, «U5 3 aWS (2) 4 1413-1436 77 TOlfm 

Pm? T|T? *t I 

arte ssnrr* amt uteimm miter ?te 7i?f ntet mpT-m i 

it 9, 4i 4 id , 1009 th arr^q- arte ttjtt utet m? ft , 

arft 77: 7W aiter^HTl 777171711 ftt 10 PtHTOT, 

1968 7ft gTE?mr tet *rf ftr ; 

arte M 1 : 3 77 TITOI 77 -i| 1 <H l i[R 7T ft 777 37^197 arte 
sprrmt 77 ft’tete 77-777 frrn item pTrqi 771 ?“ , 

ann am- temte ( Trotted ?ww arte P^^w) artel- 

tenT7, 1983 (1003 77 22) ftt 7T7T 6 tHTT RTm TfTTTt 
77 H7m 7> 7 ft arte 71771 7T777 4 Titem ftmHT" 

4 3)tm^r-7 71. 77. 3(1. 3224, 717^73- 8 P77777, 1967 Tit 

artemm Tint ft-tete 77777 Pirte tenter Ttem^ 
ft q7T*raf 751ft 4 tokt arte it rm ?tft m P35 Tim 4 
temte mm 4 Prrow ^ fen? 71771 anromro aite yftl- 
ftN 1 ft*, (fflfjfTHI ; — 

(1) aiteiTfjtei 7177ft ft 1 P75 pr anftro ft iwr 1 arte 
2 7*^ 7fe7 717ft 4 arfcrfTTTT 77775 aite 
377777- ?77ftr 4 ^ Trotted fTwr arte f77ft?rw 
ft arftk fift , 

(2) 7fe7 mftt 4 arpTPrrro 7777, arte 377777 

fWir (Trotted tftftroT 3(f7 tft7%01) fftw. 
1073 ft 31^717 f77fts77 7777 ^ TTlf^d f* 7*nu| 
aifft P77ft^n7 7? ftftt 7777 ^^17 7^ 7517ft 

if*, aft dft 7t?7 Tdt ^ ariVtrw 55#, 7737T1 3lf? 

377117171 4 PimT^ 7> ^ 7 l J 1 Iftm I 

(3) (qi) ?ir 373V 4 army 1 7 1 Pt7 77 urt 4 Pan?, 

?m aniiV ^ 37mr 3 *ft qfoftr ^77- Prfim^r ^ 

anftl 7rft ES, tPti artft PtiPth ^ ^ 7T7 77 
71717 ^ afi^TlR u'PsKjlrTieti PtPt^VP Tit , (S') ?H 

aimVi 4 STTier 2 d Pqi3 7^ ttP 4 Ptt? dir 
arift PWot 4 *ft7i tit; ttj ttti 4 ai^R 
tiPqqTWTi PtPttVP 75ft , 

*itei TT^t 4 arSVPm 'pft, Tnmnt aifft 37771111' 4 
pplll 71775 PtPt^VP 4 777 7^ 71*771 qftft ?“ , 

(4) atefldte mrqi7 ^ ar^n ft 4 - 7tei m^ft 7? P«R4ft' 

cpit aritePmn 3^1 r ' ) itermit aftft ^TTnut t! Ptttit 
T it nr 775 srPnPrwr T577ft t, am tti Pn^te (tti- 
itefs itewr aitte Wteui) aiPtHteTi, 1003 (1963 
HI 22) Tift 717T 7 4 31#T 777517 ^771 

wfTTl PTTftr PTlft^Nl 3fPVp7crf ift it tWt 
^77T 717ft PTTI 771 27 7717 77 WWT 77^ 


[Part II — 

«w 7 ?t Ph nte7 Traft 4 aiPtefTw iprp-, n ’ Mi rr i' 
aftft TTOTVlt 77 77Vnr 771 P 7 P 5 PlTfltJ! art? PTift- 
^77 ft ftiPtm TrrrT m ^ 75771 ft 1 arfft 71 am 

PiTter dm ft* 1 

2 . 57 377V Tft Tlte 1 ftr 7 T 7 T TrTlft, TTpfmft 7 T TT^-Klft 

f77T 7pS7 7i?ft 4 arP7rP777r 'pft 14 -, ftTTrrt aftft rnTront 4 
■7^7'r 75 Hid ftmart Trf P771 Porter 7ft ttt; fWt, 
Ptthi ftrmftrr p 7 : 7 i ^75 *t^*r T^m 125 7 ft artyn 7 d 1 

a. |1T an'f?r ft 4 :— 

nj “7te7 m^ft” ft 7rte c impTTr ft, tte 7 arPtm 

imft T7 m7 7T KTl^ft 7171 717 arpiuter if, aftft 

( 2 ) "uter iriftt" ft 7 P 7 P 7 77 qrf, ftmrt 3ft7 77 - 
imrit ft uter mitemt arte gftrrt d 4 , (yift ym ft 
ftam ft nr 7 ft) P^tP ^-nftft t§ ftt f, aft -m 
arrftsi’ ft 77177 1 arte 2 ft 4- Ptr 77 n^r ttin ft 
PfFJ nPTmER" T^lft ft 7* 7 ift 4 7Tp7 f tel' ft 1 , 7 ’HAH 
PrPTpftft arPvnte f i 

*. aqtef 17 7rft 1973 7ft irpy fterr i 
WWl-l 

1. P7T77 fq-7 

2 . aterftfi-ifarTt ft ten? arrrfti arte PTitem a?am7- 

7T7T I 

Jy. ftqtftt iff HIT, I (HtPldT rre), Paroft 7T7 37 ft 77" 

aite wtes ft 14 1 

4 . i«t)H PtPt 0 ®! ET17 arm: ftw tw) qry 1 

6 1 utel Tlftt Pq^H,H flft (ftm 7T1R aftl 717777 TOD I 

6. 7T77 Tlpeftt (jlProiR- 7777) I 

7 . mftt-Tter arte aim arrPftte? (ftrw 24 Pq w. (ftt. ftp.) 

775) 

!i. TftVftl G77 1 

9 . yfer inftt « ^ ftir l, an ft anftte7 arte ftten teuPsTTf 1 
jo, amftte 7777 1 
ji. yfermftt ftm (wo 

12 . r^rt ^ 1 

13. artemtP^r ftn 7T#ter 1 

14 . *jte S(Tr 1 
16. Pnte Pq%T I 

16. ftte PteftT arte anft ftte 1 

17, ftW P 77 1 

is. Titemrftt TTtem ft Pro? Ti^ftteftt Ptete i 

19 . ftftter 1 

20 . anatertPaT ^rytem qym-amrtet 1 

21. 7T777 7ft : 4M, Psmft 3F7ftte 37rft afft 3fte ifts ft 14 I 
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T’TPTTV 2 

[knm 2 (r) 

1. , hw-i' Pmr, i 

2 . Rrk; i 

3. i 

4. TT'W-Stpf I 

5. 4RT ksk, 3RT I TT15| 3RR 5TTk3T f^T^T, 3 k"4 

mFr 'ptr-TTs i 

u. kkmsi k, fafgpj yt *pto i 
t. krkmirc 35 km «p i 

8. WR HR 3 *7, eRRT Rfe, W^T HiflR I , TciR tet-Ri, 

e ra i r kikr, sftn i 

9. ff/3 (4T3TCT), 3fcf/rn? 3R far*5R TOT 

3R?3, f 3 3i 111 31 W\ klTO (<i3*fO ^RfTORT 

(rottoi, p*r m^Nrir tot mranr ark 
3fRl -*jtl Tr T (5 4k(M ) TOT kl4 *T^ ark kA'* 1 1 
(klTOl;) R^pX 

10 . ^i' t 4 , kte < hh ji ' i ark y R 4> kwv ^ k) h ‘ d l 

11. g'Hpr <mr, ikr tot, ifcr kmem ERkm, j^tpr 
kn?e7 Rikm aik <£5p 

j.2. sth' ’tot T'jiti'p 3i«ti *fir 3 to 5 k 1 

13. Rmr-Rnfi (pfteWte), kr q^r ^k, fvH ik, mronft 

(Rmfritei) i 

i4‘ w-JTKft (kkkko, wr ark *{k 4 km «kra - 1 

15. *fk rr-jTh, rrsi krikmi, knrm krrkmsi, yroi 

^ ark RrmR kre, sjk kirn i 

16 . ^Nfk? trmr ark sto 5 tfkrk; ; 

17. r'kki ark yro5 ^ i 
is. farms ark yrk i 

io. mr^k *rk? ark ^Rmnk q5 km vnk ark 
?kk i 

20. ?k fk, yfa *rww 37k 5k k« i 

21 . k?n q,r^- i 

22. xkslTkRTTO I 

23 . nrk? ipft ^ i 

24 . ^fk^mkr arr?m ork 3 to 5 i 

25. 'nfam ik (?FRkw ckn i 

26. gr i 

27 . 3nk ark fakr farm 4 km gV? ^far i 

28. totr apRrrWt kfa i 

20, Sfk 4 krq ik W7, fctk, cffVr ^ 

WTR m«lT kkrtm? kp5 I 


30. kftkr imiR 4 "[k kk (%p?v ^ krq fksm’, 
kr Ef R fkr k^ sk ^or eWr i 

3 i. amrfft m *ru is- km, km. kw 

knr irmrTr ks i 

32. Tk*IT-kH 3lk k?^ mfkRT i 

33. ST^r =s ^rk srfV \ c; 14 5^31 i 

34. ^fR dlk i 

35 . g^im; sk i 

36. ifk (km) i 

37. ikt TOR 35 Riroe i 

38. tkt TOR q5 !k-4fk I 

39. mft TOR 4 ikklR I 

40. R"*ft TOR 35 kT3R I 

41. tor 35 urn; kV w? «tkkr i 

42- R*ft TOR 35 3RRT7, -303^ 3k, ^kT, k, R3 tfk 
3T4n 1 

W3T3 111 

i. fq?!3 iq41 # fk fiiWiii 

1. fwmtj 

fmRTOfmff *fTr f33T3 km3k3 3(Rfl % 3U>3 4K3 |3 33T 
r\t krffrwf % ^ki 3mT kfi 33 f^mim % rtor: 

: 

2 . R?m 

( l) kl3 f33 <17 3IW ®TI3 TT 3J3 ;E 0 . 00 5 fkl ?T3r I 
( 2 ) k T k3'r % Fm 3>mf 9 T irrarmr 333± 

0.10 fkt FI3T I 

(:>) ®tt ®k TT ^33T 3 toS fcpff % 3*3Tf «R 

RTUTOT 333 J_- 0 . 2 5 fiRfV (Tim I 

3 . Rrstrwi 

famr fk t4 3 ^’tRTv C' mm n is mkR % 3m 

3?T 3l3t I 

4. RWTTR 

kfJ3 f73 3R'<f, Rkr? f3^ : t nk tot f3f33T3 3 fori 4 
3_33 3T3T I 4t&m Tili: 3RJ433 : ?,ra kif ^3 37 iiR 
fk fk i kRm fm'i 3t to 3,33 mr M 33 
20 mkk 3 3?3r im 1 

2. wmi(i3-i9pft 4 TOrfa Rk kirisr wto 



( 1 ) TOifa 3R3 feft 33343 73mT-^33R 3T»3 fiTR3T^ 
wh i M^fmr fk, fmm3r 333-mmk y^fr-yTOR 

% 33373 3U k TSfto tri^o/fikio 2 % <33 3?i 613T I 

( 2 ) fkkm ( nmr<F£) 3TO fkl mmip ^«n-3fk’7ifT 

133313 ^3773 3 f3f3f3n (33 ffotm mr3-3T3k ?K3v 

mrmn: ft qumm so ko rmio/Nift^ 3 4-3 
kr 5m 1 
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2 , Vbtini 

ft, *8?r 35 Tt o tfa o ( TT \3 ^' thrift ) 

W TT^T T2itTTT £Rt I 

3. flnmj 

ttr'i tt frtTK tN tY ^TRift Jr ftfi at frRfJrfarr ^ttt 
ttjttt % wh>t tir gjj, ftrartt tttt tYt fa^ar % 
afNr Trrrt fW TT ffnmR $ ™ ROt I 


wrnjft 

TRTt tY framt tt rr^r 

% ° rt o frrTFt ogo 

f^ft 

1 . 4 R RR ROT . . ± D . 0 0 0 

0. 0 25 

2- TTFT 'ST T?t TWA TTR r &T tY T'af-Tflm 

(50 faTto j(T®TTTTip) . . 0.04 

3. TOR TiT tY TTTT TT5T t£t tY Ti^TTr 

( 50 ftrtfto lf\T TT% TfW afTT ^ far) 0. 076 

1- tYt tY TTRPTT .... 0.025 

5. TTT FRlY . ±0.2 5 

6. TTTT TYT TTT . ±0.5° 

7. ttr fte tY trtt . . ± 0.25 

8. TTR|JTTRR . , ±0.05 

9 TR fT’TTT . . ±0.25 


4, Trmm 

( 1) ttrt tt frtToi'T tr^^nr tt r^TT nfa'Tr sm prr i 

( 2 ) TTR f^RTTT fs^rnr fwr TITTT *ftT TTT T«j;*R TfaTT 

% frnrr $Jr ttJt <stfRnr %r wYt wYttc fr^Y Y 
jjtt ftrrr 1 ttr arm tflT ttr fafYoW tffaff Jr 
JJTFT StR I tYc TT TT RTtfV f'sPrw 1 5 tittr % 
< 3 ^TT ?frTT I 

3. rrtftafV wro, fsrtff wrfar tj Ttlr wtra 
i faif PrkfTti 

1 . rrirnff 

YTtaft urmr ttYt tt fT^trrg ^rtt Y Tfr TTT’ft, fYrTT 
FJTRT TTTRTT*4 3TTTRTRTT % TTTR 70 %° afto T Tl° / 
fYrYo 2 TT iftTT 

2 . TWtam 

fr>Fw tY t$ Trrsfr wttttt tY «rYttt 200 Jr 270 «tjtt 
TifTTr tot (art) ^ 4 W ^tift 1 

3. WTRR 1TO (TOT WR) 

YtYtT t^rit fr «n|irfT w (t-tt JTwt) I-wr <pt 
^TTf f^rrm tfW rrV tt s~rT fTn 1 vtttst st sittr o^r tt^tt 
fr iro tt-tTd =fr TtT aorr-TT t^tt i 

4 . fimrij 

n'TNy ?tTT4T 4?r fr-orr fT«rfTfa?r rr^Tf ^ TEfm r^r p 
^-rr fTTTr % #r ^ttr fVfl n 4 Pwi^h % t^tr jff^T 1 

s. Tpr 

( 1 ) I-rT'm % »fr4 Ttr TT oSTTf tJT Thlt TT Tipr 

± 0 . 6 0 fT o rffo Tk -0.40 ftro ±To BtTT I 


[Part IT— 

( 2 ) I-Jrwr % tt t^t ± 0 . so fr . tT° srh: - 0.00 

^rrr 1 

(3) I-TTTT T?r T^fTT TT TST ±0. 12 fro jfto ^TTT I 

( 4 ) TTirnrr ttt ± 0.25 fro tTc Ktrr i 

( 5 ) 3-TT fTfrfrT JT f ; <T7l TTfrfTifr TT?T, rfoTlO TTTTT % 
f?TT?T % TTTTT fFIT I 

6 . 

ot t 5 twt rftr PnmT Tft T r 4T Tr'ijft vrrmo 20 arr 
% rfTTT T4frT Tt Jfl0± | 

7. TTTm 

TTRfr TTirr »V o^rrf, ttt t: TOTtcf ttc tt 

±0,10 fro HTo % Tfr T TpR JRT T^Tf I • 

8. TOVTl TT TT?T wTt «[THT 

rmrsfr t^ii.t nft r ittit Jr frfrfTT pit 

f^lOTl TTT TTTTT Tv^i^ TTOTT d 4 A- 01 o T7 \ J 00 To Tflo 

qfio/fWVo 2 tt pTtt i ttNt Tmrr tt tt^tti^tpt Jr frfTfrr 
qTT frm T^TT-TTTP’ T TilTTT ^TTTT TTT TTT^T 8 6 T ° 
ifTo TTo/fro 4 To 2 jpt p[tTT i t>?t, Trfrr T, »;t tttt tt jTFr 
tttJt yft T«n i ir o^ tttt ttttt ?t i tt tfR t'itt tt 
frr tt^t TTfriT-fsTTW ttV sttru p'ro'T i uftt ifr tttt 
4ttt tt ^afr^ (tt Tnrar) 0.02 fro tTo Jr pftrr Tiff kttt i 

9 . TTmxrt 

ttitV Tomr ttri, wTTrfrnr amt tt TmaTTf tflr tft 

^rfrisT isfiFff Jr ^ar icpfr 1 

4 . TTTW Mttit anr <n*T:i# 40 i (f#nm) wt i Wt 
f*rfR4 r TT 

1 . faarr4 

tt ttT fr'TTTj t>tt wR fTrlrpRil ^ 4 tt tttt fa± tt 
framiT tr wtttt pMt 1 

2. TTTTT 

£a T aFTT^TT (Tt^TTIT) TPT TRfTIT STTTKRTT ^ TTTT7T 
TT^TT ■R T fa# TTTTt TTk TTOrft TT TTf^W TRT ^ TKITT 
TT t?TTT I 

3. #HT *T*tfW «TW * ift TTRTM 

tt ?stt wtoStt (attfsrr) tr 30 ^f€t5^ tt r® ot 
Tfrwrr tt (Yrf jtttt ttTt TTrTT-Trfr.T Yt) Jr ^httt Tr4 

tYt i'WT SRTTT TT 1 %o 3fto TTio/^'o rfto2 TT TfT TR 3RTT 

tt 4 rtt tr ^ farfr *ft tr Jr tr tt Tif frrR (rftTr) T?f 

?RT I 

4 *rt:«t«t (trj ( tth) 3R tt srfr TRR 

far TFT^TT (Tim) W Tt TT 175 Ylf Tft^ ir;°/ 

^'0 4to 2 % (trot feftrr ) am % nfJr 300 

TT TflTtTT tir ^ TO ftRT TTR eft fTTTRf TTl’T ?flT 

TR TRl TF RRr T?tf fTTTR (TfPF) T^t f±ST^ 5TT I 

5 TR fTTURi 

crir-rTRTT Pttt Ttt4 t 4 Pmrr°r % ± 10 tUttr % 4'itt 
?rt 1 
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5. nrf Brew fri jutt *At tow jWtt) 

# Rrof ftrfrorvr 

l. fAmo 

tpA «(fr faffw toto ATt fTqYmf % AF^r to tit fa® toA fnrtVT 
% tpjtot tttAY i 

2 wn-ntH A>«tm 

fVAF farPn^c totth AYr tott t % Ahjw Am ^TA i 

<T_r4 qfr ttttt (toAPtot) mthttot AA funrr 4\ ^FAF W w 
Ato AYr 5f*frr r tot ?rA A ttttttAF A totott toYto ft i 

3 <ftA 

?rA, flA AT fTOTTT *f?V Iff TrFTTJTO % + 33 % AtT - 1 5 % TOT 
WTTJ 5®TT it 44FTOTORTO TOJ % TOTOF TORT I 

4. frA t-TO-lf TOfATO T"i' HffUWF TOTO A TO'-l TOR jj nw4 
f+TT l 

( 1 ) Jtt^m TOI — TO — -JTOT ATOfW AFt tTTTOPtTO 

wttt (^roror tout) 4 wtot f*rroT ttttotot AYr WAF to.to stAroro 

ATT TTtk *p 4W SO AT o/tTTOo <tt; 3 00 TOtp* Ml •' •' HIT ^ TOTo 
I(ft PTOrTOTOf TOTT 4 3 0 A%W % TrsrR ?kl TOTW- 

5T3TT ttAtoto tot totott fAro tot toto? TOmirrore *r?pr fAror i 

( 2 ) Ar? iw-ft Af An TOTOfTOTOfrofAnT toftf A wPrr 
to^T ?YAF| 

^rro AF UrvrffrT stFwTO PTfAroroiT toto 


Atoto 5T<rr^ A fAA tott+tot n*rT?: 
5p fAA 



r/fiqtrT 

Afro tot 

2 4 4 Wr top . 

8 . 4 

6 . 0 

12 AFw top 

5 . 5 

10.0 

6 

7 . 7 

13.0 


( 3 ) HPT TOTW-^TOT TPtTOT TOTOAF % TOTTOT TTTTOT TO TOTT 

toAto AFt 5 A AF° AF Arort A wru t ^ fArA fron 

'PiAtoT I ijpt i^A 5 0 TITO TOTTCTK fTOPTT 4 IM TO | TOTOTOTJ 

STtA TO TJWPT TO ^Yf UrVTT^T TO?rf ?Yro AYr WW 4 . 2 A TOTO 
fAWTOT TOFY TOTO A WTO 'TOmYi'I I 

( 4) toPt wwn tow — m tow Biirto totjAtAt stoAT 
% TTtfFTO AT TO TO%4F AYr TOtW ATt TO TTOT T^TOT tftTOT f<P AFT 
5TOT Afar TO! TOTOT TTOqpF TOTOTtfU (T^f ITOT TOTOT frt »T# 

(vftr) tr tot tt tot io dB % 4 W i tow to Tit iTffrwTT- 
TOrt: *r to fWt ?toit to ^t to TT%>ft 1 2 aftro 
Rnro % TftTO Ttf tttow tottot sto? 

TOPTT7 TOt TOTOTOTOT <ftnTO TTtjft I TO=f ^"T TTTOT WrfTO fTOTO 
TOtfro f^r tr ^TOfror k^FtotoT tottot it tott# toto 1 khPt tot 
aftro (toto? Ftror aftro) % TO^aplroU wfr wk ttFsto ffpft 1 
TOrofwU tkft frorpr it twt to^to Pp tot VTOrfk ^nt % wwh 
to yt m7t tit , f^ rarf+TOif , toto ^trrwrtr 4 ttrhPito omri-to 
TO Tit I TOT TOW % PTO WTpT TOT TftJT TO ^ ^ TO TTOfTO 

ftrro TtfTO I TOTOTO5T TOT tBt TOTTUiTO T TO5 V PTO TO ^ft 
200+1 Tftti TTpft I TOTOtF^tT TOW ir TO 37TT Tpr 4T? 

4TOTO TTOTO fTOT*t ftr T^TOTO 4tTO TO5TOTO TOTO jft TO% | 


TO TOfTT StPt TOT TOT iTOt Tt TTOtt fTOTT *tP ^ TlTOTT if 
TTiflfTO Ftot Tro TO TTOT TTTOT % PTT 9 0 TTlT 1 1 5 dB % 

tAt tototo tthtr ^ ftrn us tAt 12s dB^I tAh $tTO 1 

5- itw T^M! 

tn toA ttoi top ttot, tAtt ujtot ttYt TmffTOr JftTO I 
TT TOA TTO^t TO TOTTOT O+TOt A fTOT d h IWo TOW 4(Tfl l 

6. TTTTOTTO 

ni'4 TOTTOT TOTTTO Atr fa Pom Pi TOTOtjt ^P-Ol A TJTO ifFTO I 
6- THWT wtfiroft (TOTTt) A f«^ f<(Pw*T 

1. TTTTTTft 

7TOTO Tlfrot (TOTOT) Tt<ff A TOTO arfTOPTOT TT^TOl TOPfTOTF 

ir TOft ?jWF tAt TOTO+ftrftr it nqU A Pt# tto^to AMt 1 htotot 

it TOT,TO nirf TOTOft TOTT TTO-HUlF-r toA ?t>Tt I TT^TOT Tk TOTORt 
TO TOT TTlft TTOT >PF WT^-TOTOtA % pTOT TTTOHTTO A TTUTOT TOT- 

mfrop tot ir Atot gYfF to fro? toAF ttotA tAt Art to 
toi^-tottot froro ijtro, tA toA toMF tAt Tj^k ttAptotA TOt 
■jrr tttA ^ ttottoi; tojtot Pfto to?to toAp tAtot it t^to t^f 
to towt tA ftroro gPrfirTOr tA tt% i '4F WTffTOTO'ifF tittoA 
th top tojpt toA tA toAtf tot tto tA t^t $\ TTrfrorrriy to 
Ppto toto jjt 1 

2. totths 

(1) TOTOTO TiTOfTOft (TTOTOTT) TOT fnrnjTO ^?T TOTO fTOTT 

TOkro Pp ^ totA toAtoto A farpArro totot tAt AptFto »pT wrAror 

% 5TTOTO At TOfTTO TOT’ I 

(2) tototo jrrfirTOF (tottotof) At Ito to AttAFto toto AF 
TOTroft to 4 t fTOCTs-fm TOrofr A tott TOrroro 1 Pt^to fttrr AF 
sq^i^TT TTOT A WftfTTOTO, +T TO TOTO TOTOtA ?TO CTTO At TOTTOTO 
TOTroft toFt totoftot tototTO At Ptottototo twtoF i 

(3) wrontror to<A A totototo tottoF Ar tTtotA A PtA tor 
TO jfM Ppto totAto 1 

3 . fimrit 

TOTOTO TTOTOT At TOTOTO fTTOTO, fTOTOF ATT pAt fAATO A AW 

qrrtT Pr5 ftrolTO A tomtit jFAr 1 

4 . wtoFtoF AK WfArt 

TOft jA, TOTTJ ( A AtfAroA TOTO TO TOTTOT TOf JTOTTT TOTOt- 

toA A NfAfo rr ?AAi Aw to# toto toTt rtopto trurfr tot Aw 

1F7% % -TOTTOifroT: yt TO H TOI T PTOTO TOATO I 

5. TOTOTO-TraT toWTHT 

( 1) PtoAF frlArw totot toYt totott A Atotto tototo-htot 
toYto Tfiro 1 

(2) TOTTOT ^wfAAt (TOTTOAf) AF ttoTOTO-^TTOTOT ^A Pi-JlltT 

tA ?YAF Pto ttto Ato toYt totoit TOrTOAF A ^At A tototoA Afto tfF 1 

6. TTOWAhW (TOTTO5T) fTOTf'TfWT TW AtFTOTOTTO TPT A TOfTO 

wrrA A tototo ^FAt 1 

( 1 ) frou-YFaF toPstfto (+1^) ttw 

( i ) Kit ttw TOTOf+r TOppprAnr frmrT *Ar toi^to 
tt. AF tot totoAF 1 
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(ii) fw'rA'/r Tfftftir wt<t jtttFmtc: dfaTT tV 
ttw WW % ftW rr^- firor tv son ftt° ft fao 
stto ftfaT-rr vr TpjTftri v# trrrr vnf or i 

(iii) TV JTVTT VfpTV fw-T TWO vFVT>J VTV 10 
ifa-TV ft W Tiff ftTTr I 

( 2 ) vfar ftr*TVT-TTW v?ft wvw f ft -ttv vt mi ftfrr 
ft vrv far Fwt 3ttvvt fttr wftT w : 7.2 fttr 
7 . 3 ft VVT fftfftrf%5T TTWR wIt ffttV ftl'TVT 
TT VVTVV % fftft TW ftt TfTftftr I TV HflTWT % TTVtV 

vtvvtv tt vvrav faj vrar ft Fvft fttf ftt Fvv- 
W'TfTT vff ftrvr 1 m : fwvTvfTv vr tttvft vfftw, 
fiTR- ftfaTTr tt vvrvv ft fan? tt* ftt wr ft, 2 s 
ft srfw vftt fttVl I Plft'TO' TOVTTV G fft° ftt" TT 
TUT TTtftiTT I 

( 3 ) VTTVrV TT STTTWT ft fwft T r T WTT ftr G I 

ffaTT ft W TT 90 P ft" TT TTT ft TUft ft ipiW 
■pnr VTTVTV TT TTTTT ft fft? TTU fftTTfftfuT VVlft? 
ft ufttT ftt Vlftftt: — 

(t) vrfav ttt 


6 ftr TTTT ft FtT 

g ftr 

1 2 ftr tttt ft frrft 

12 ftr 

24 ftrTTTT ft fpfft 

24 ftr 

(«r) ftt? stIttw 

( 1 ) TTTT <tflr ftpTTT ft ftlT 

10000 ftr? 

(2) fttr ffftftTlftf ft TT«r fftTTTTTftr 

TTfTT *TTT ft ftlT 

10000 fttr 

(3) TTT TO ftrft ftirT ft TTOT 

2 0 0 0 0 ftlr 

(t) fftTTT T7 ftrft?TTT ftt tf^T tG 

3000 TTjfftrr / 

fftr. 


(-l) fftR- ft l T T H f TT TTTTTT ft fftft TTVTfT TTV Fw- 

Fvfftrr Twrftt ft mStv spvFw vTVviyfttv vrvvTV fttr 
TrrSrrr ft ft! Tiftftt : — 


(ft) 

1 sriftr ttk 



6 ftr TTTT ft FTm 

4 ftt 


1 2 ftt TTTT ft fTT 

8 ftt 


24 ftr TTR ft 

10 ftt 

(ft 

) Tfmrfftrrtr 


(0 

TRTT TflT fftTTT ft ftH 

10000 fttT 

( 2 ) 

ftt-T TTTjrftf ft TOT fftTTT X?Vr 



TTfTTT <r ; TT ft fttT 

10000 fttr 

( 3 ) 

t^47TRT ftoft ft TT ft TTT 

20000 fttr 

(ftTTT TT TTTft #TTT ftT IJ'ftT Tpr 

900 Tr^TTf j 

Ftt. 


(s) VW fttTTTT VTVVTVTT ftt GO fftTT ft U«JV TT 

ft 90? ft" TT 77ffft ft WTH^ V’V ftfaifll VTW ftVTftTT 
ftt TUV ftt I TTT5f ftvft Fvfftfe TTTlftt ft UlftV TT 
fftVT ft TfFw TT ftfPTTT TTVT T^T Vvft ft TPlft 
fttftt 1 w ftr# f*njr ftfaft ftfar ft twt mft ftt, ttt- 


VfaTVV Tmrtfl ftfa TT? 5>fl TT T«T TT7T vfarVR 

ft TTUfttfoTV Tjfr fttftt I 

(t) wrfftr 5TTTT 


6 ftt TT 1 T ft Frrft 

8 ftt 

1 2 ftr ttit ft F?rft 

1 5 ftr 

24 ftt TTTT ft fftft 

30 ftr 

(W) ftt¥ srfftTtT 


( 1 ) ttto fttr fftrrrT ft fttr 

1 0000 ftm 

( 2 ) ftH ITT^ftt ft TTT FTTTT 


fttr T^fftr tOTTT ft fttr 

10000 ftm 

( 3 ) tTf- TRT frrft ftTT ft m»T 

20000 fttr 

(t) fftTTV TT ftrft ft^nr ftt ^(T OfT 

12000 T^farr/ 


fftr. 

fttif TT'T-TTtrrTT TTTT 3 ft? ft Wspr ffip fTTT fttPJTTr 

ft fttftt srrftftti frr tt« ftt TPTrfftr <rr fftftt jjtttr 

ft TWT ft firft Trum ftt Tlftfr TF IT ; T 

jftt ftt TftfaTT 

ftt Trftftt fttr TTftt TTT fftTTfftrfftrT 

f 4 '- 7 TTr qTTff 

ftt TTftrt : 


(t) irfftTTTrr 


o ftt srfrrr ft F^ft 

6 ftt 

1 2 ftt tttt ft ftrft 

12 ftt 

2 4 ftt STTTT ft ?fft 

24 ftt 

(w) TfnSffftTtT 


(l) TTTT fttr fftTTT ft ftfT 

10000 fttr 

( 2 ) fttr ^Tjtftf ft TOT fftTTT 


TftT TTFTT W?TT ft fttT 

•O 

10000 fttr 

( 3 ) ftTTRT ftrft ftTT ft TTT 

2000 fttr 

(t) fftorr TT ftTft ftrrr ftt Tift 

1 2000 F|faT/ 


far 

*frs Tw- 5 mtF^Tr fmT'T n ^ r m 

^frfr i i tt^’ ^T^rrf^T tt farfY ^Trrpr 

ft Trerr ft fan? tttt ftt Tftrr i 

TT Jjft 

T^hTT ^ ft T^TT fn *hT^i q 

T 77 f ftt TTcMt: 


(T) ITfaTTTTT 


G ftt STTTT ft farft 

6 ftr 

1 2 ftt STTK ft fTT 

1 2 ftt 

2 4 ftr tttt ft f ftr 

24 ftt 

(w) WtT TfftAa- 


( 1 ) titt ntr Ftttt ft ftrr 

1 0000 WtT 

( 2 ) rftr TTT^'lftt ft TTT fftrTT 


fttr T^ffaT 7A rr] T ft ftK 

1 0000 fttr 

( 3 ) iWioifl ftrft Stry. ft ?ttt 

20000 ftfar 

(t) fftTTT tt ftrft #TT ftt Ifftr Tfft 

500 ftr/fanr. 


( 7 ) TT TT TTFprf ft VTV ftt Tfftt ftt ftff fvWTVftv T|ff ijtVT 
( i ) 'T ftr, Tfftrty ft fftft h ' "1 , TFTTf ftt - 1 8 ftft TT7 9 sj 

ft ipftw trrfTT ft Tr«r min 4 ttt so 0 ft 

G0° fto TT ft TimT ft TWT T.ftri I ?T ft TWlHf 
T1TT ftt tniftT ft^TT ft RTT fftTf Tlftn *ft T Jf, TTT 
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Sec. 3(ii)] 


fn^H r^H ^ 10 

ftm Fi> pan 

^( J 4^TT i* — 


(IT) 

l?rffrT 



6 — wit % r«tf 

6 IT 


1 2 — 5Pf>TT % 

12 Pr 


24 — TT ^T< % 

24 Pf 

(V) 

1 nt¥ srf^rrttr 



(1) ^ far^rt*F^^ 

(2) ^fl’T 

looo 0 Pm 


rftx ^ , 'hf' 6 i<i «Tp 4 

10000 Pm 


( 3 ) for % ^n«r 

2000 0 Pm 

(f) 

f^nrw 

500 fm/fm 


(ii) $pfPff — pfsr tpv 

m T<H *FT 4' J T KT TTT*T % TP gt H ITOPff it ^TTAZl" 

PrPf Pf TTrniffmt ht waram mt % FrP 1 1 t? 

tpv stj?i r -i i *[ f(m 'vfHT mwim fliTTn m TPk sm 

P fpT^ TPV TV I *H T TP 1PT m mPtf I 

(ir) — 1 -I T'T HTST Pi, '4 *iPl p7t ^-T T It Pi P 1 Tp 

qfofTTfr HU TT5 P TTTV Wff t PVT ITTpTT 
PfpmmrrTmrTmpiTmTjfifPvr 
htPtt xfUc tP m tv mar fPvr irnm 
m tv Tmvpmm ioo° po P ;$tp i° 
pop s 9 to tit | hit m Timm tp i o ftm 
PTT PVT VTpVT I PTPTT Hop IV '{dif P ^PT 

fpqT VfPmPk 27° + 1° po pfo pmmmP 10 
fvm pp Pi?t ftjfr VTPTT TTtp p vfpir pTT TP thrii 
P PTT nmv W[ Pf pfmT fpTT PTTTTl TTfP TTpV 
i^m Prr PfP Pf ftvft P i(t tfp mpfm vfsrvFm 
TfPm ttPv mm P FrP iprprf mPtf i 

(v) tpp ftPTTT % Fit mjt it tAstt it vtPPJ ; 
VT*TjT TPfWT ffTPT VTT WsrrfpTT Pf£ it fPpTHT 
1*Tf ffTT I 

7. TltH (PPltp) JffeP llfp HTp WmVP % fPP fpft- 
T9T (Pl'T 24 Pfm fpo TTo Hfl) 

1. TTSTT TPtSTT 

mPPf (mr§pf) it TtiTT fpftir vfp fare Tfpvmf jiff 
t mfm P fsrP it mPPf i imf gJf dfvv vr t fPftvT 
fit i$tP tip ^t ftp [pit ^fefr, aw3 ti iPTPf t tit ^fP i 

2. fPvtp 

mik it Emm, snip iftp tftr (vPit) ftPiff PmPfp 
ftpTT P tfT HTTP % 1FJTTP ?m I 

3. PJTCP ftmfPf'm TPV PPmHF TV t TfP PPt Jf TTTT 
fUTI 

(l) smltfG tpv (itir) — sn^fftr tpv.tptEp % wrt 
TTm nUPtl TP % *lp TITTTJ PTTTTTPT PIT imfl t 

apt >5Tmf I TPV PTltP % dI*H(ff tfp Wt TT5 5^1 ttV 3 0 
tfo/THTt! pf Tna[fn Tit 500 PtlP Hlpo TTo TTO it To ITT o 
(sTTTTTfff HTTT) pr TH tfpoc tTTpFTfT PP% it HF^t I 
^Pn^pont, pfi W’SdTPJTTT, Tftt ptr-rtf t t fptf Pf IFF : 

»jtrf%P pp ftrr ^rrir t rfr ijft t Ptwr ptpt pt utriT 
46 G of 1 / 12 — 10 


sir tpv tr tPottttpvw grit t t fp# jt t w/\i ^tTrm, ittp, 

IjokiH, PlfpFT IT TUP 4(t pFTT I 

( 2 ) flljl PfTFT srftPTtT TPV — TPlip P PTT TTUFT TTTmT 
TP 4 j’it p dll' ITIT^ TPV it Tmtt I TdliOf P dtmff lft'< 
irp 0T5 Jpf P PW 500 Pra: it fpo ffo TT qfv ttrs iw 

nTSFfrr upP tvFrt ir^tsttr FfWR tfp tmibT OTpsfr P 
vsftr Tfipftl TTTT 7TTTTT : ^n^p'mt ifP ITTHTIi jJITT, TfP 

dfmff t Jr fPtr Pf tw ^tifPr tp fw mri ^ wf, »[fT 

% irPWR HPT m TlpTT I TPT 5 HTP TTflTT fP^PT PttFT TTftPftT 
THT T( 1 T tWT t ITT if[ fm I 

( 3 ) fiPw ttift TPV-nftpr PFpttt jrtt tp, ttir 
fPt ift mr ppt£p 'nrritt ftirrfpiti; (injtpp) Tpipff 
it Ptf PiraiTTir prfinT pm pftp tutt tp mtip imPr 
P URul TT 4^1 ftllTfPltlT (in|PPP j it 4 '“T UPTllt P 1*1 *,U| 
PTf imfin; iffp Tpf pm i trt tpv P nVnr iftp ’ttthiit Pm 

pm 1 

( 4 ) Pm TP4T- — mrtp tfpp Pm nrffr tp pprrr Jf 
imp nmt wk 1.5 frtfo P wim «flp 30 ir jotfo/ 
tfTTo 7111 P Pfr irp^fi P Trm tpv m P Ptr ppp mi P trPit 
it fwr t rm Pf infiT tut m tp Trranpr ^nffftir Pm 
fim xikiv 1 Ritr Pter t t? tpv tttt tp pff irnff umPf, 
Tft Pm: Pf ^mrm pit it Pff Turn t pf itp w 3 . 3 
Jr fPP tP m f ftitr mm tpv ttpt Pf irp Tff pfi 

4 - mdp PPtp P 01 inFiir 1 1 ' (lip ) 

ft h ft Pm P Fit HTwfmr mr fpftfpm stimff P ntik 
fPfmfiT iRT imTTfm fPP mPr nfp fPP nrkr 1 
(n) ipptt mrr tttpt 

(V) TftT mTT tTTPT 

(t) pfmrfi tp Ptpmr mm htpt 

pjtFp Tffpp 3 itp itm TWff P mjm ijfrf 1 

8 . Fjtm mnf P FrP fttrik 

1 . fPmt 

Fjffm mrf Pf ffnrrP htt tfp ft pn P PW itptp P 
fill 1ST P mfTR Tftff 1 

2. H!FT g 

dftfmr ijfmf ^rnrnmr ^nrf nfp mr ^Tpcflf tp 

Enm fP smT-mTT Pfm Pf vm-mir ttP i 

3 . Tffmm TPV 

Fjtm mr ftmftfim tpv Ttip mt if mP ?tt : 

( 1) im P mrfr pgfm — mr — mmm tp oP° Pfo tttto/ 
t4f o 2 P im P mt , i i-iti • 1 Emfim Pfp imm 7i 1 0 1 
it 5 m 1 

( 2 ) fP^rr Ppm Tftpm— 50 o e ifo P rniTm tp fPm 
pf*m jrftpf*r 1 tsm t im ?rm 1 

(3) kr Pfv— 200 9 to wtr 15 fPo ttto 1 ttfo^ 

tp trr Pm sift ftm so m 0 mo t wftv 
Tfr ^tlT wfp 15 fpo TTe OTfio/ttf o z P TOlffl W 
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nrmm qx xflv jt 14 Into s tjw® qwfiro 
i 

( 4 ) *nfrr stvrt qx¥— to ‘<mxx mix qxxr’ 4 t to! to, 
fro^x tIto qx 41 $ qxTX q$r f>ft i «n 4 r srarx tot Tppqro 
fq^-®lTOTO, f 4 ^ 7 lro 4 qnq 4 l 3 m 4 *r t: qif to soo° 
4 ® qx q 4 fqq 4 g 4 fcx tot 4 x 4 tot>px 41 qrtfxfr 
qV 4 tw to to U-tT-t 4 w •rrq : ’i tot w 
qTOTf, 4 ip, x iqqnxx fxprr irprqr stlx xi’sr d ihh rq q*P 

34 TOT U 4 fqql ' 4 iq‘ll I fq 4 '-(i^ IX f 4 t[X xW’p^Ptx 
qroifx 4 fqfaq o . 5 qfcnqq q/nfnr din «-nrrs f jemix 
> q 4 toft tw mwpr 4 toftt anmiT i w qxxq 4 
qrorf f 4 s[q tiro qxixf 4 *jto flxT i 

(5) TO flT'i'rr qnj -iqjfqil TO'I «'| jppf TOt 4 g4 VMH 

4 qxr 4 % qrq j d ti q% qx tot tnxFq xq jttt 

5 4 ® 4 lo ITtRc ITTfo fiT flXf V I STW 4 1 P , 4 t d d Ti 

xjfrof qx ( 4 Fr qx) 41 $ zz ^ qfl flro i 

(6) TOTor qxjf — ™rq 1.5 4® 41 ® it^o 4 — I® ^ 
xrf 4 > 41 fffT qx 4 4 w , 44 r to sto toot 
xifro 3 4 o 4 to oqt® 4 * 4 ® flqi 

4 . ^rrarxiT 

t^Fiq L <i‘/ fqlqqt'q 41 x toito ^feq f 4 fjfq 1 

9 . 4 tew*V tofto!, 3 tt 4 wr 44 rf wlx 14 ?* qqqxrf 4 
txv 4 fqfqtfxr 
1 . *rrar 4 * 4 x jitoij 

1 . qrorSax (fTOqfrotfqt) 

•pt^rx 4 t, 97 qf 4 ro 4 tojx tototit tot ht^ 
4 *4 ff*h fanjxr xIto froro, tttto, ftfro wtox 
qr tfro xnwff qroTXXTO qr toto toto! 
4 44 ff 4 1 <toj 4 xx 4 xfU qx x# f 4 qr xmr sVx 44 
4 t ixtt 44 % 4 tv im 4 jt 4 qxw ^ srnr 4 r 
4 T xxrrqT 4 xr^m qx«P o.oos f 4 = 44 o 4 wfsnx 
n^l gYir 44 x fqqqxrr jxr xrq x qx^q A qx 0 . 03 
44 o 4 ro 4 srffjq? x|f u >4 1 
( 2 ) fqsFrwm 

fqxy fiiqxr q.T 5 ?t qfxxtsr Rqq sfaxlff 4 _+ 5 srfxxrx 
^ 44 rx |>n 1 f 4 ?¥ Tmxff qx xnxrx xr wqrx fPiT i 

irrr^ 

2 . xixf 4 ¥pj 44 f w qxrt 4 X fxqqr xtyxxr qx ftqx xxqRX 4 
• — 5 qfxxnr 4 44 rx ^ 4 tt i 

3 . 4Tq44f, xt4xix *4<, f4?x 4>r f4fxf4f«rx qx^r 44pspRqr ^q 
4 qrx 4 4 qq 4 m 1 

( 1 ) w#qx 4 f44 sTTqtfxr qxv — qi^^fex ??1x mx 4 ^■q 
500 4t wV* 50 ottw qf44fxx qx sr° Err® 4 sn4qx 
4 t wxrfrfG q<«r q 4 irrq 4 t 1 ixr 4 qfxxrmxq*q, «n 4 - 
qx 4 f44r q»mT 4 4tf stom, qxrx, sjxtxr, wif^x 
4 r q^xx f>n 1 qf q^q nqrxrx mqqrx qi^r fx 4 
qfq 4 qxqri ^1 ■ qff 4 ( 4 t qrftq 1 ' 

( 2 ] f 4 xx qqqxl % fm *rxfrf>x 3774 — 4 ix 4 fqq fxx x ,4 
4 qxxTX fq^x xrrqq 44 xiqq xtqqxr jflx 4 ix 4 4 )q 


50 qripTxr qf44fqn 4t qmfx 4i4 500 4r® 41 qo 
nr® 4 H'q^tf'q qxqr 4t XTq4t i xxr4 qfx'qToxqqq, f4xq 
xrrqq4 f44f !rqrq 4 4rf 4txrm xxrx ^xrtx, «Tf4q 
qr qrHx xxl ijioi 1 q? q xw , xxqx 4 wt4 m ^ 1 ,i H 
xfqtrTq qx qfx4 4 qqqrx fr 4qTf4q 4r ; qT!4 qrf^4 1 
( 3 ) xrqqrq-qfi.qxjf — q4r qirrx 4 wt^hI 4 f44 qrxqlql 
41 xrqqR *[£*■, xw 4o p 4® 4 hxTett qfxqrr-itTq 
4 41x 1000 qx® 4 xFrftrq xl’rrfqx tAx fqqxr 
qqrafr 4 xtejIt qx^ 4r irrq, xq 414 4t xrnxrl 4 41 
qf xft-qrxft 4 wrw qff ?>rr 1 
qrxufr 

mqqTq >jf5 4r 4tqrq 

<r»44txx urt mfqx mqwmqjfi 

qjf q; qq 4 

fqxjx XtEPl fwx xtux 

f4qqxlqqx yfjxrqt *flx xx4 

XTf q 4fs 5 0 ° 4® 6 5 ° 4® 

fq^r-xrwx x f-xq x4 qx', fxq oiqqn qfi, f4xfl 41 3rrr4 
4 qqwt q4 4Pr vfl | jt 4 qrx wrx xiff qf44t f4 

41 fq^x xt4r jrfxqf 4Vx qMxq qrxrr^flf qx 14x4 

qrqxx j^Rrqf 4 xrq 4x4 fq^x xlqq qrqrqqf 4l 
4 q ft *rf4 41 4t4yq fl 1 

(i) fx^xr 4 f44 — >p«j4xx! 4 f44 qrqqrq- 

n 5® 4® 4 A-faqr 3 ttx x^f fl41 *4r qTxqrx- 
xrq 4o p 4® 4 *44^ xfr ftxx 1 

(ii) qfq ^rq44f 41 jxfxrqf TO qx44 sx fqqxr 
4 x qjx x4 ?4, xrqxrH ffi 4 m 41 fqxjx 
5rf4ftE4 q^Fr xro-r 41 [xt x 441, fror tot 4, 
qq it 4 fqfn xlxx 4 qrx qjsfxol 4 f44 
oo° If® wtx qq p 4 fqxrq xmx 4 xrx fsH-iqf 
4 far 70° f ® rTTqqrq-^fia’ ?4mq 444 1 

( 4 ) wfxqU qx«r — to tw 441 qqr x? w 4nrq-qf4 4 4 
qqr 4 1 0 qfrox xroxx qf4 qx toxt fl 41, to 
xTq44f frox ft xtt4 xt 41f fr^f qfl TOlqqT 41 x: 
qf qq qxw 4 qroif wt 2 4 w4srrcff 4 q^vq 

flXTl 

( 5 ) qqqAr 4 Frq qx ^ — to fqqq 4 ixtot trrtNrx 4 xqqxfl 

4t qqq^qq 41 xtefr | 41 _+5 qfrox 4 vflro 

qqr ■prqAf 4 Frl qqrx qrsqtxr qqqr^qT 1 

4 . xflx xflx 4ro 

jrqxqf 4 xxl 4 xlxrq, 4r^ qqrqp 4xq tflx 4lx qff 
flqr xlx qiTO gqq flqr 1 

5 . fqqr4 

rrq4qf xftx ttrq'qx 41 qqq fqqr4 4qr41x froXTT 4 *4q 
xxrx f44 qq fxxnxr 4 qqxrrx qlql 1 

6. wtot qxqr 

¥rq44f qfxfiqKx 4 fr qf sxqqT'qxqr 4r xro ^4 1 ^ 
^41 1 

7 . qroTTO 

xrq^qr tflx xq4 j4 r TOTqxt-iifeft 4 4fq 1 




(wto-g) 

<mrm q?w 

1. mHTWT 

( 1 ) w fa fafrorkr sror tow fqfqfaro q $t tot a<P 
TOft fHHMwq qr# ttwtt % f*fa q^ TOrraro qw 
% HT'T Wt toW I 

( 2) m qro qrwf Jf to tour totto to TOraTfro tor 
q?r qroff ^r fqw | aro tow fw orrqqT 1 

2. 3ww mw 

( 1 ) toTto*— ■ farqfqfwq mfw vs tto % fkr TOTfaq ?? 1 

(i) Jtf* — Tfkfaq»ffa, TOfH, 100 TT 12501 )^^. 
aft fw 

( i i ) pit 1 -- - J fci titogi Pik tott q pi ip fror qkT 
ttV tototo *k TOkH 1 

(iii) faro afaka — Trqkrt =P TOqrror kwr sk fmr 
qFqqa % tot qfkqqTffa afktrop kr tow i 
TO f^ro tot k trwr artkr tJHrfromv wro 
to *faqr 1 

(iv) A* nfktw — dt*)TW rfw qV: 4 [»r 

tortr % qfa qfkrkfakr akkrar afm to^to 1 

(2) mqqro/ fkkfarq wttot— mqmq krofa-ror firor 
fqpqfafTOT TOWf TOt 'JTT TORT : 

(to) TOqkfl qfa — 60oo± 200 fkr«/fqqo 

(w) totoPtT dTOPro -fwr ETHT 

(q) dfiHM sffalTO 6— 1 1 2—, Tfk 2 4-ak£ TOTOlql 

* fatr « . 7, 13,5 TO 

27 TO° 

(a) qm to! urofu 

(t) qftroa qrr -40° tr<» afsppTOT 1 

(3) m TOfcq-TR qfa totow TOfeq-TOrqfa TOim, awT- 
to fafafasr m if 7.1/2 afrom to! qfa % TOfaro 
qjf gfar, rst arqqrq fkkfaq'q wraYr am qrwq 
TO rdHfqPad Ttfa % ?R fTOTO Rfa (2.2 ^faq) : 

(to) TOqiror qfaqa t ka 1 qf*T jtot fe dlwi 
(w) -jTOkfl qk qfa afro & ifk-ak toiWYtot 
top fa tot wito aRiar, wfkrfro, g . 5, 1 3 to 

2 6 o q i^g qffi qrT iYTO TOT qfa, faq TO TOT 

qkw am $Ytfr |, m toRto-tot qfa I 1 

( i ) fl'-q -diMiqq htot ak-G'-q mnror htot % mto, Wrorkf 
im fafriw aro t, qra froqfkfaro ftfr % tN- 
aT^-, tot afr 5k: 

(t) TO TOT*TR fT’TOtfq TOTOR (2,2 *fisW) 

(>?) ifMTO item 6-, 1 2- T|k 2 4 aW toM ^ 

6 . 7 , 13 . 5 TO 27 TOo 

(a) m d?rrw farfVra qr^atr toj afrottpr 

sfk Ttakff TOfk % toto ir afwfq tro 3 fw?r 
3 !to ifr qViGi TO frot a wa i 


( i ) smrtnR nfh tow — totort, faro fanrofr ga, frorofakra 
tow 'jro ttott 5 rk tow qfr totiN qq tpto Tfcq- 
wfro d i q nk g’-g dtMiqq aror wra ’fri wkiuft qfr 
'jrr toTto i TOFft *frroro tototto toi froroTO TOff wk 
tot % TOrtTr totojr tor to 4 tow qJrft to t[wiik 
aft g’R i qif^TO to ^terr ink tototo tt tototo top 
aTOfaTOr totot qra wur sra totott TTOfR ^tototo 
tr, qf toit Jr TOfk ^ frrq; Wqftro TO^f Tr wfaqi 
qgf star : 

(qi) afTTR-TOa 40 ° t o TTfaroror 

(w) ¥nr^iff drorror 2/3 faror pitot 

(q) qfrorq tototo 6.7, 13.5 to 27 to° 

(a) ak TOfawr qk to 50 afkia 

(?) qrosi?r TOrftr 500 

( 2) Twi qftr tow— qiTOtat faro fqw gq fqTOfrofwq qrw 

^TT TlkT TOk TORlT TfTTOTO TOTOTOTt TOP fata 
TO?T I TO^TO JPT TOTOCTO pfro TOTTTO & TOTOTO 
TO 1 TO TTfUTOTiT TOfTO, TOT TJTOT 3 TO 1 TOjq % TOKT N 
TT qfqt 4 TR, qTTMT Tf TOlk % f"iq ftkkR TOHT 
w pifaT qgf gkn : 

(qi) qfTTOq qrq 40° ?r 0 TTfHrom 

(w) STOTTOTT RPTOTOT kTOT UTOT 

(q) ffrwto 6,7, 13.5, srk 27 to° 

(q) qfq qrfarorqqk 

(ir) qrw q 5 ^ PRfq 50 to: 

(3) wknk tow— TO akrt, frok tor qfq qiw ■jk to. 

rY Jf yr: qqfror tVqr arkn wk qfq tototop gtrr 
q'T to wwt % qia fe fron tow i to£ k wxt^t 
qgli frqr wk to^egt wYt tottw q totir 

G 4 ; q?t WTW (*PflT TOTOR qql d 7 , 1 qrk ^1 qy^in ) 
q£ wSf qqfiq *P fm kfqfror qqqt tot fTOqfqfww 
qror toY *t quroj, w 3.2% tr^tt qtar TOa, 
afim q^r : 

(qi) qqw w ^ *nr-- nw fpqkro'q totot (2.2 

%ksrk ) 

(w) akw-TOq to 0 ^r° TTftrqrroT 

(q) TOakPi rtr fwr hrt 

(q) sfroro qkrorr 6 . 7 , 13.5 to 27 qt° 

(a;) qfq «faTroq qfq + 10 akrra 

(y) mfvr tr tot 

1 0. wnqk tottot at kkiir 
wrroft 

(1) k- 4 ; s, q<TTt, mf ak ksk t jjwgtqri ^rt 
fTTTOfk TfVT TTTO ^fi-TI ^T, fTOTT'T kq W?T qTOTTT fTOTH- 
TOrfi wk. tw to afropq totr ^t, jjtot gkiT 1 

(2) *W — wkr to qW nT at Rk wm jt to fq^q- 
qqq % toTtr f(tto i 

■ < 3 )qmw — d'f TOra q?jw, faror htort-^tto wkqr 
fqifqw frorr ar^qT qrkiqjkkqq ^ropr fqwqqr’ srfTOT 
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srrr f??jjfaPraa ft fftftffta fftar 'jrr^rr i ijmar *fa 
m%_ c^rara iffrtT fat nawr afar fa s[ffaf ft 
TCf faff I 

( 4 ) yfa fa ftfa a tft ft f r i '7 h writ an 
fa aw ' frana fftar aiifai in aft fa^i aifai far 
ftT fa 3W ft afdWm % TO, ft JT: ftRWT fa 
ftar *fl*M ssrft 4 wrar a rift *tt smrr a faft 
arfa? arra^; fafa far srrrf am aw rrfftftf ft aw 
faf? 1 

(5) jrffWTT'>r far wrtaa fra 

(i) antra fra ft rrrr ifarr fa srrra arfa ft fir? 

f-n'ffta 3 h i 4 fa ot^q^-iq 1 fa si fat 1 amaqiq qq fa 
aanT wwar, afft 257 faHWfli qrma far 
fair fa ll? r l fraa Wf ft aft affa fwfti Jr rarft fa t 
Hana nfa ft faw $■ 1 

(ii) ns far fan fa aftrsrm fas far mrlm fra 
ft far amra fftar war $ at, aft faar ot 
arra'irr % wfar^TT afa 1 

(e) ftafara-far fa 17 arftr ft ft rfa aft 75 

fVfto art ft mr ^ fp fftft ft far fam.t i i ym 1 0 faw- 
ir far qr 40 fafao atm ft fafar afa farr 1 

( 7) far — rijw (far arafasra ftfftft, aiwaT arm "s?rt- 
arfa fafa % fftft fafafair” % wawr ^fa 1 

(3) rfats — tot afarfa far afft rtsft far 1 

2. ffafa 

fart % frffar jjft fa fararft Mfa far far farm % fas 
amr fftft aft fsrira % rnjmr faffi faffarfamfa 
at a$a fa wr fa? tnfft rafam afa aa ara 1 

3. aw iforc w<f faij 

aw flwx ifa aw % ftr# anrf-fa^ far, q^fa qr 

aw frifafTW ?[faff ?r rjaa $>tt i aw iilwr % fa^r 
aaraa ti% wnjaa arafa rr ^faf, fa 
$wr # ffar ffaf fa? aw fa aar ara faaa trnr 
far alFsar fa fafaw fan, arjafrfa if aa*?ffa 1 

4. q'far 

fa aaf irqr aaR, aw anp far araffar faft 1 

afar % aTaaa fa faa afa % faa 1 aa^w arar fa afafa 1 

5. ararra 

aafaa % faffar gfa aff (tfa) a^: fnfa wfafa, 

wrfa far aw fafaara' afarf It *jw faa i 

0. arar 

( 1) ara?a— ga far fa, aa^rn wa ffa wfa 

far tfiwr % faaafa ?r faa ffaia atwar w an|- 
afaa arfar, aafa aiaw % Taa 1 faa fa arfaft 1 
aafaw a^iivf ^ awfar aw arjfaa aa a sr aa fa i 
^ar 1 

(2) awwram— afa ipnwr afa aa^f qa ffaaftrffar aai 

fa ar^faffaff *jawT afa if ft aaa 


vf, aft afar ft wr $ far ftfft ft 

fttfa tfa w a^snrta fa' f% fftfar wnr aifa 1 
araw far aa tna; aqr ft waa a^r fNr 1 

(3) famatar— aaaw ?ar (mm) m mm aa^ aafa 

aaijw fara afaa qr ^inr ft as ffarr arfaTT far 
aa qr 1 . s fao fas warn ft ftk far fa faa 5^ 
wr ft afav ?m fa fwrr ft r>ftr fa fa rpp 30 
ft s aTfqar afaafar ft ftra ar^fa ar artmar ftarfa 
(prftfffar) ftaa fwa afaw 1 fa awr fa aarffa 
ar, awr aa fa afaw fa qnftaf far arwa ^ffaf 
w awa frwft am? ffta? ftw at qrrfa<P (j°f a <p! 

w ffaaraa w a^a, fqfaftr fta ft ftw ft fnaw, ft 
ft arft ft a? aarrr waaT fft aaarr ft waam^taaT 
ti 

(4) arma ft ffar awr — aft? faaftfaqaw sraftra ft ftfam 
aama f fftfwa wft ft fftft mw ft ffa qrrft far 
fftaw fawr w fata weft fa qfaft? 1 

( s ) nfafa ft ffa qrqr — airftrf fa arar ffafarffta ^a ft 
fa ufaift: — 

fa gft faa j^ffa, ffanar far aftft afar, 11 50 ±20 
fto ft maara ar fa fa fa waftr ft ffa a^? 
ft wr snfarr 1 fa awr ft aawTq;, arrfaf 
ar fam ar fawa w faf ft? awa aft? (fran 

7 awnaiafft swmimj 

afa?a aftw fa awaafaa srrwwfa ar eft aTo aro 
3563-1966 (aTfaw fafam awRw ) aTfafarffaiir ft fftfa 
aw rjans rr^la am ft aijair jftat 1 

11 afar arf? ftfat (awf ) ft ffa tfttaia 

1. fftarft 

fftara ftar far fftftar ft ftfa amr fftft fa ffanw ft aatiR 
ftta? 1 

2. far (fawr) 

rtw (afar) fa awr fainjaa fftaT wftar faft ^ ?far 

ft faff ft aFfa aftfaa ft area a faft ftfr afamaf fftwfl; aaft 

faifwa fa: 1 

3. afar 

afar, ffaa ar€a ar ± 1 0% ft a^a ft atjfa rfa fa ftw 
ftfr faftar ft ftfa war ft mjarr farr 1 

4. r«ar 

fftar ftfaw ar 1 5 faar far waamw ft twri; srfa arr 
ffarft? ft aa ft #faf ft? wrt, arc rt<> i 606-i&66 ft 
afaf, awa faaf far afafa ftfat ft faft arrft? 4, 5 
far e ft aar fafftfw ft wr aiff faa? 1 

$, faft ft ffa afaf qwr 

aw? ft fa awr aafa? ft faft aftw fjta? faft arr Fwf? 
^wtr ft fftar fftwfftfiw arffa rrafa a^a fa 1 

( 1 ) tjwt ftaft awf ft fftft arfft? 'RTtjfa 2.5 ft fao 
aa>° ftfao 

( 2) fafa ftaft arfa ft ffa, afafa arKfa 11.5 ft fao 
rr^TT o titfto 
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6. SfNWTTST 

tk <fcf, ncmt kR 4k atuTk ('jkkrfkT ikr) 

“t'T 4k6 q.iH , ff[a Ro 1606— 1966 4t 6 1 . 

4, 5 4k 6 4 4kn «EM W % kefftt <4% kt 4t 

ti*Wi % tiki 1 ' 44 tt ) 4kftktT h • 'a ’3kktf trnkTin 4 

fo? W Wife ktJ 4kl dl 4f k kfff fa4 W kt 4t 

4wr 4 ftrfMkt 4t i 

7 . wtmkf 

7 fr r o , 'kkr'T 4rt str* i"R tjfkft 4 %fff 1 

12. gtt «f} # f44 firfn^T 


5 fTr^ffo % 3 rt 4t 4rztf 4rnf <k str + 0 f44k 
4k —0. 3 144k ?>rr tm 4ktf k rr + o f44k 4k 
—0. 8 ffpfk ?RT 1 

4 . k4k (4kr4r) % fiw srfkrk (rn^zz 4k) 4t 'n^ttf 
7R fRf fa fakft 3TTT WTT fkftpT if ^t, 5 firfk 

4 w 4kr£ 4t frrik'T % Rr, ffltR^TR (tnkk f4fkr) 
irrTki 4t 4Rr£ % so itfkR fkrr ==rrff4 i 5 f44k % 
5T[tRf 4l d l 4 ’fR tTRflR 4 f l 4 M fcPM FT ( *M 3 4 4 k k ' ) 
knfkTk 4t 4 Rt£ % 4t $Rt Rrfw 1 

5- Hft ITU 


1. kTM«t 

fffr, vs, *(wn frN^r jrr r 4tf rpjr fRttng *Fmr 
4 faf4f4?r ffof 1 

2* TRt <6 1 

t]4t mi ^ 4kiT fart k kmtr farofsrfan rt 4 art - 

( 1 ) tkr 5fktfT47OT % Fr4 371 BHN 4 578 BHN rp 

(2) 4 , j4 kktrRr%f44 321 BHN 4 363 BHN kr 

3 . hmrT4 

fjrt 4t (w4, f4Rf4fa<t f4RtR % w4h Tfk 
j4 fakft #nr 4k ftnSR 4 4kr iptr fa4 *r? fTsrr^r 4 

TRTTTT t^Rt ■ 

4- ttJR 

( 1 ) tfknr w % 4N simr'k ^ 4 . 0. 000 irk - 0 . 025 
fakk JTt'TT 1 

(2) 0? 4 ^ simr 'k^+o. 000 tfk -o.o38 
fiTo 4to i[kn 1 

( 3 ) 4 % (k^mk) ^ >«4krrf k^r+ 0 . oootfk-o .2 50 
ftr o *ft 0 ^kr 1 

( 4 ) fTUnkT ff?7T0± . 2 5 fjfo 4to 

( 5 ) ffinr ^nrC' k ff^r ± 1.20 Br» ffto fkn 1 

5 . fnwtki 

^ m kkt, krwfft, snr-krft >tfk kn ^ikiro ^ri4t 
& to gkf 1 

13 . ?Nt TOrfiPT 41 Fk( 

1. TOTOft 

r Tkkr < T 4?t frrkft, kTOk , jT j fr iRk: 4w unkff 4r apt 
M k?! fP5 *rk kkrtjqfff wxt 4 k *k ^ikw- 

OTtff Tt grr nrkft 1 

2. f«Rk( 

fipfw, ms 3 if BrPiffk it Kttkr ftkit tfarr 

41 k k#=fr % 4kr *nk fw 1 fksnrr % smk 
?Wt 1 

3. ftjw 

5 W», kra% 4Rktr 5 fktfto vft l fw ffkit 

k rto + 0.00 ffto 4k 4k — 0.2 f4<j 4t° trkT 
4k k tr^ff 0 f4o 4to 4k o.s Bto 4tu ykr 1 


tr OTTk'f 4f 200 ° k it 2 ^ ar fkft »rff 4 trtr 
fktr 7fi4 eft, ^ kkr, ^rkt r fkkftr k Tk tfka* 0 
1 4krt 4 ifkuk 0.25 fkfto 4 ^rffenp 
6tff ?kT 1 

6. frmrfij’wt 

kr4 fi4k4 % <rf?r jjfk %wRtR 4 jfiFr % ipt 4 m?FpT 
^ f4fw 44 (fM eft 4 (4tn h T 4 krfktkT 4tkir 
'ffktr (^rk | Tr4, 44to.i/^ s*?f° q^r° m ^J/rr^o <ft<, 
ff^°) 1 

7 . wkt wtkwfn4 

fjrBttt sr*ik: 4t 4tr ttr^tr ^ fk? 'tkr % Trntk % frpr 
4r4 <t trf tnkft ^r^jtfrt yt<t 1 

HTTt4t 

4<p mrf4>r k ffkt #»p k Rkr tt J^nkf 

1 2 3 


^trK%54 4z:inkittff4 


4 ®4 <. 1 6't r 4ar 

*rwr 

Wk 


^ ^ 0 , ik, ffT hr ^4 ‘j ■( 


trat ffr Az 

^q-or 

kkr 

M r 5 (j i 


0. 28 4 0.40 
0 . 3 6 4 0.4 5 

0.33^ 0.43 

0.434 0.53 

?Rf 


h. f4«rj tror 41^: wti fpj'n ku 

4ff kTfkr, fTfo Ro : 2742-1964 R kf% RftRDT WW 

4 ttfitTFrcT ^ ¥r 4 kiik ktff 4k *rrtt Rf’n - k^r 44 w4- 
«n4t 4r 'jkwkifti 

9. tnsTkt 

krfkr ^t 4^ (n^k'T, ktff, nkfktf, 4^tdi4t, trkrai 4 t 
^4t ^fktf m ’jtr 4 4tk ktT 4k jpfrkdT 4t fTJtrkd 
i'G k4 ftR srfHtft 4 ^pft 1 knffki % 'N“ft kfik 
fffflkr tt 4 'flf’f 4 'jit Tfr^R' frro 4 4*6 ftk^ ff4 1 ftttff4fr 
4t ^4 ftufitr ^ jf4 4k wkf k ^sst 4 kfsk k k' 
^4 'kkef tkn?w wTk 4kt ?nfk ire4 kfk Tt4 % 4kR 
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rttt r q-J rt rtotYr % rYttr to? famr r mY rt rrY 

TOTT R WR I 

1 4. tm jni to fwt? F*fq«ir 

i. wthtoY 

( i ) #to yYf % ftr? r^tor rtrYt, ??% t*ftr rtorto rtrt 
rtrT % Frr 20 Y ttfto rtqto 1441 ° 2 Pi*Rfl r rrr- 
srftPT $ m rrt urfa gm 1 urnft rtto irrofr Sfr far? #to 

?R 2 6 TO 4T o u t ^o/f44l 0 2 faTORR TOR Wifi TTOR 
rtY sY YrY % ?R 1 f?% rrrto rtY YrroRTRT 
to RYfroror Trorq; to*Y % ti^rr 4m 1 

( 2 ) 'rrY rRtrtr’ Y qfrrofR tor rt rYrtr, farm 
TfR^tfR TOT gwr RR, RT RfcTTOR RT ffRT, frlRTOT 
R TOT jfTO RR, 18,000 rYt oqigM Y TOfeTTO fTRT 
4 , TTFNr flRTI 

( 3 ) V— T I RRT RTR 4” RfTRgR RfR RT RTORTR, faTTTTOT 
TfTO^faRT TOT JRT RR, RT Rf3T TOT RT ffTO, FTORTOT 
R TOT gRT RR, 6,000 rYr t^Rffm Y RfYTO R?ff 
TJtRT RFrYr fTRT: 

( 4 ) ‘RSRR RTTOqTR Y TORT RI?FtoR, fRYETR jTOYR, [tjYTOT 
YRT RTR, RRY RlRT RIR RTTlR TTRT Y faTTO RlRT 
RTR wFr??T fTRT I 

2- fawrif 

faRT? flYT ART TO? 3 Y fRfRfW RfR % RtftR T?Y 

go, tokit aYt FryS-tt % 4far toot M rr farmfR % w^RR gfa 

3 . RfR 

( 1 ) #TO ?R Y YfaFt TOiR IT RlfT± 0.12 Mt ftR( I 
( 2 ) RTSTTOT RfR± 0 , 25 FtoY ffaT I 

4. RTATTR 

TOT RT 5 Y, «TR-fTOf, T'ETRRRT, TORT, TOtRTO-RR aYt TOR flYY- 
TORR If fort & R TOT ft? 1 

1 5 fatR-faiff ft FrT fafTOTT 

1 . ttiraY 

f«PR fqR q?r?R ?RTTR RT RRfTOT fRRtTT^ TOTTR Y fafafRR f)R, 
fRR<TO TORT RTTOR % TOTOTY rJJRRR TORR-RTrYr 8 6 % trfYo it^Jc 
/ fw#T 2 fTRT I 

2. ftStTOT 

( 1 ) faTR faRf «fY RTStCRT 'Rto'-T^R TX 55 TTftRR RRT % R.‘R 
Rff fPTT I 

(2) TOTTOT fY TO RfTT$ 1 . 000fRTft%TORRfl:4t , ft 1 

(3) farnr* wYt faRR* 

fatR faRf TO fa-RTR RTT 4 4 fRfafTOH; RfR % R0TR Tf? Jf fa?TO 
^TrRYrfa^RT^iiYRTOTOfa'qiRTTfaRiTO^TOTRRfTO*' I 

(4) RfR 

(l) TOTR TT RfR — 0.000 fR*ft rYt — 0.025ftRfl 
( 2 ) RTTOTR RfR i 0 ■ 2 5 UtoYY ftRT I 


5. frrftRtt fftt farfan 

Ytot FtrY fY RRf, R+ry fatfaR fY Cnft rYt to: toMY, ftYRT rt 
rYrit farfRY Y rto fW i faq fro Rnff, froY, rYt tor fafR- 
rFt ^frof Y ijto ff? 1 

6. RfTTfTR 

f%R faR, fR TOfTRR % fafR TORTO TO-faTtBTRt RR RT ift^l Y 5YR: 
#fTO TOtf? I 

16. Rta falTR fYr RWft fYf! ft fYtJ fa fa 4ft 

1. RTTOlft 

ferq rPtoY 4 o/rr° 45^0 tortr Y fafafro gYYr i 

2 . f jYtrt 

RRfaTT YfatfYroYfY 388 Y 461 4 Y“ RRO RRf RRt % vffaT TOft- 
TRT ffaY RYT ?TOT RfalRf % faRfa fY TOTT Y, ftTITRT 3 6 3 % 461 
OfRo m 15 tTP T fffaT ffat I 

3 . faRR 

ffRTTt, ff 4 4 fafafe: RfR Y RtftR TfY Jtr faYfft ^RT far?RT 
Y 4W toot farr rtt faro^R % tojrtt ffYT i 

4. RfR : 


(to) RRffRnrrf to 

±3 fYYY 

(to) YfTRRYTOTO 

(r) Rtro fY iftfTi TO : 

± 3 fYYY 

(i) o Y 6. 25?Yr%fYY 

+ 0.50 fYYY 
— 0.25 fYYY 

(ii) 6. 26MY 10 %RT?riTTY 

+ 0.90 fRRT 

-o,25 fYYY 

(iii) io. 10 YYYY 12 . soY4Y 

+ 1.60 frnfY 
— 0.25 fYYY 

(iv) i 2 . boYYt Y\t totr frfYro % foR 

+ 2.3 fYtft 

— 0.25 fYYY 

(r) >m fY RtRif to. 

(i) lYcftYTTOtw 

+. 0,18 faRf 

(ii) i . l YYYY 2 . 50RYrnro 

±0.30 fRRt 

(iii) 2 . 5 1 Y4Y rYt rr# toFrto % f%Y 

±0.50 fYYY 

(to) f Yt ?r Tfnrfr rtttt to 

+ 0,12 IYrT 

(r) wwTffRTOrrotTO 

o. oo fYYY 
+ o.oo fYrft 
— 0.30 froY 

(ft) YHfYTORTRTO 

± 6 fYYt 

(r) RRfYR wYf) fY TORTR TO 

± 6 fRRT 


5. faTO fY RfaY TOT RTTORTTOTR-fTO flfa: fY TOti:— 

(to) fro ?rrr! *Y rtortt, 

(to) fm YYr fY RRg % rrtrrtt, *Yt 
(r) fanP i rTOa RfR % YYtt, rto Yfat # rto twt Y toYtott, 
f WY : 

rTtY TOTT-fYTR % fYR TOPrrfYro rtr- Yrr % Fry 

500 fYYY Y± 2 . 5 fR*Y 500 fY4Y Y±s.o Ft 41 
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6. Fy <i f±qfliFan q 775 lyn q T' #4 R q T"i’ ; 

( 1 ) RTT RT $ f'T't TOT 

( i ) rr tot "It wirr % fqpj fern fat qfafr nrrft Rifa-fa 
qq trrr? faR qmfa i fqfaT q?r rr% fqfa qq 2* fcRT 
117^ Rfa: far qq rk rFi qft srlq f*wr 

-htt^ii i tnT; <fq, EjrtSp im rr RiRijqR Ffrt rrt 
t, Rtq *fte‘f % 3Tqq ^fam fqqrr rtitrt i qnfcq 
(ww) <(w qrjqcr r$t fatr RTfar i fqrfa Rfc qq 
rtr qR tnjqqU qrfa ^ qrqrti; fanfafaiR 
ql Rf-fait fqrqr Riuoi ■. 

(qr) fafafe:: rrtr * 25 fafa sqq Rtq 25 ffaft 
ffFq faffaR rr i 
(qr) gqqt+d tdpr % f'l'ijq f rr, qfVr 
(r) rtw trtr ^ farfaR faiffct rtct rt tffaR i 
tR rT irfadt qq RTur qrq qq rN d R<.nf ^ i 
(faR fafar =nr RTt fqfafrsr Riq iruffafafa 
qff faRT rptrt i 


( ii) fafafaRR RTffa rYt RTqq%r RfanfaT qr r^r fa*R- 
fafara tffam1 * tr^»q |fa : 


fafasr Rrffa 3 fant 

qtRfR 

Rfas Rijrft farfa, rrF( 

25 ffafr an; % RijRTq 

450 fro rt° irqnr ± 3 faRt 


rkt fofa, trofa; 

25 faRt tt % r±ip, 
45oFFoqrro ±7fafa 


faft*R Rrq-Jjqq 
gfart qr sift 


fatfq ft ± 5 qfaRR 
rt± o farft 
(qtRtifRt'ifr^faTft) 


ffafft 9R± 7. 5 qfaqm 

Rr± effafr 

(tfar *r Rt "A «rrr 
?>) 1 

( 2) F$R qflWT 

Rfw-RRfa'R fafar Rftfqq Rafar qq rst rptrt rYt 

OR 

RRYt TRRTR, Rft qprqT fafafalR f[>, 1 RTTRq 

900 xRto 

rtctt tpr fwifqR j>tt i 

Rft 

R ^ % RTR fqqfr ^ qrfw ^ fRq; q^ RTRTf wN; 

■qft o =fTr»IT qr^% rYr wFtt rPi - i 

q^qr ftspr it RRRR rN arn: fFTT, fRR% qiprTq; 

q? WFff RR pftA qr R%R q^r i ftwr Rr uf^ 

RTT RTTRIT I 

RTOT riMqR RRtR qftR RRqf qr^ qT# 5TRR tV jRft | 


7 . RTRTRT 


RTRt<PT WT ^ RlR qfHT RTani ir jftff, qqWf qfR ^'f ^ 

Fttr 7 qRTt, Rflrt J7T W"q RR^I TtRf, R, qfr fenr fqfqRK qRT- 
RRT % two Rtf qRofRRRqT RH I '{R, JpR f>T | 


1 7 . l?lq:R f*TRf fRO fqWR 

1. qRRRT 

( 1 ) i/Itr fqqt qrt rsItri 'o’ r qr 7 0 . 4 qq qrqRR "rr 

qrq R^f ?>ft (qft’a q^R qq w^r orr % RRtjqq) 

{2) qwnRT Rt to qrf 0 . 7 5 ftqpr rr off ^ 1 

2. fqRRR W 1 4 fqqTR 

^qrR ftAi q?t farniR, anr 3 R WRIw Rjn 50 

fqRqft Rtq fr^qr % #tr orr fqqr frarnR % *fjrr 

|W 1 

3 . RJFT 

( 1 ) rrt^ qq R|pT± o. so foRt ^rr 1 

( 2) Rmr qr qnp-+ 0 . 00 fRRt Rlq— 0 . 05 foot ?Rtt i 

( 3) rtrrr qr?q± 0.25 ErR ?>n i 

4. rtAto qflq Mor 

Rq.R fqq Mt $f fqqrRl PbIrr iR 5IR Rtfior 1 rqro fqR- 
fqqRr ?fR rrt tqfqqiR Rfqqf % qqq qTi l aftwo qrtq gq^qq: 
4 1 R ST 0 p[ RT RlR 1 h>TT jit 1 

5. qfrqwR 

4 tR ftR, IR SWRR fRO JRT fRftqqT ftR JR 5 ftR & gRR: ^fqR 

1 

1 b. qfRq mft qrq^iR % fRt* ^tIrrI frao % fRq Wo- 

jfir 

1. rptoI 

fqsnr, tR»RfR%q rtorfM 'Rrt qiAr fwi rrr % WrIrr 

ftq 1 

rnqrR %o aff* 3 qqR 5 ® /fqRft a if rrr- 

qrpM 

(qr) 6 IrrV unR qft RRRf 110 ^ 155 

(r) r fqifr 5 RTR ^ qrftiqT qT wrtf 95 ^ iso 

2. fatmi 

fEnff q?l fRRnt ; 3 r farfqiw r^r % RtfiR q^ gqr fq^qft 
qRT rIt fq^rr % tflR qrqR fqro[ rr fiRreq % rtjrr fpfV 1 

3. RRR 

fqqWi q?t fqRTR'f qq r^r fRRfRftnr fW: — _ 


( 1 ) felRf % qfRpct RTRR-aRfR RfR 

(i) 7 5 fRRl RT RR% RTR ±1 fRjft 

(ii) 7 5 fqqft ql Rfapfr ±2 ftnft 

( 2) fqqR RR RT qPRTqR RT SRTR R^R 

( i ) 10 fRRt aom RT rIrT^ % qTR ± 0.1 fRRl 

(ii) i o fRift aqTR rt R lfTf ir Rfsqr ±0.2 fqqfr 


( 3 ) ilRITfiTR finft ft WRTqr't % *RTR qq RRR ± 0.50 Ml 
iffR I 
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i, *ttt x%x *«rrf 

skr ahrrf xxr fofx ex) fix pEf *ik xtr sffx fkfxffkr xkf % 

% xxxtx ffxx x?f erEi xixk fxfxft'ff xrx £ 3 fkff nr i . 25 
xfxsR if, xEff if if srf '41 xr ?), xFtrn x|f ^Ett, e ?i fxfxTrx 
ETE % 1-5 fatff XT 5/ 8 SffXflX if, XEff if Xl 'iff XR $f, SR (fErf I 

5. J"?Xf*FXTrX (fax) sE EWTTEXT 

XEXXf fE J^Tf iTXTxrX TEf X EXT fprTX fjEff nTDfT SR foEf *fTT 
Erfkx srrr fa# x % a 5 5 tEt?tr «Fr fatiEr Eqxkfx xrsff gEfk 
TE, TREsEr ZF F EfTT, Eftfcx Epff RTir ?ff »ft SEER, X# 
FlSFX Xf Jp? faXr ftspff «fit TUff if 5TTfkXS7 SEXX t EX^^TT 
$■ rtf if Xfff yfirr i 

e. fp^fn - ^ft# Esrf|r?r q^Taif Jf?r qrTA Sf ^nr«f ^Tt- f'prg; f^rcrrfsrfiWR 
XT'? qff xEf % gT tr^? juytfr if j^fxt sprEE xx fEfrfki fsxr< srfEX' 
( i ) mx crr-xr-m c 3fxk ett, rjt *rr xt faw 3Errf qx fwm 
■flTX ^r htt srxfr xr fxqx wit if w?tx 3RTf sx wtt sr#, 

fxTr srrif, xf% Encr we £ ex if jcrxff feErf % <nx wk ex 

XX ff^FT fit 'JXT STST I 

FffSlq f ' Tq (ii Sit ff o W T ffTfFf XX FEET 

9 xt sr ±10 srfaxfd ± a mDvm 

9 if v fsnrr ± a Tfantx ± s ufaum 

wtt sfk fwsrr st^sIst xx f x o t xi , j m i j sr wtt fri fxo i srf 
xe[r$f, x f% ts xq fsTss fxx r sit *? l \ ^f i rttEft xxrspr % fxnf 
xx<i wix if fwfwfxKx 'inx 1 gisnf sx fm sE Emr xtE % f%E 
wxfuTcr Frffrx xx wfwr ffErr wk 'xx’ if fxErfkx wrx rtiE 
% 2 x*fr if 37TX *f!x 2 #*ffo t ^ rnfasr fro qr» if wr % xfx 
sRf% fisfx oalfursfEr ?>, «m sfw ?Nt i 

( 2 ) f-pt xxisr-feEr fif sfx if xfx sEr xrxff qx sfxr srnf'rr 1 
m xif rjx 2 , 3 sftx 4 if fqErfxKj Er4Ei qxsmff % fFj*x 
^Eit 1 

( 3 ) furpjrr (^pt) fwi rff c Ext if tr^x ?rxfs 

x?r Nmix •fplxx'ir xxffxx iRitTX x# qMffer tx%-, 
Fwxr (^r) tw qfr xiR’ff w % 'R<iifr xrf ^fx 
2, 3 fftx 4 fif ErxEr fr^eTPiff % ^Err 1 

7. ftrftxr twr fE xix «trxf qmf xxfff fif ffK x^x tix^ xtxt 
XX 5 xxt^ % Exe fxx. RiExi Xfftr ^ 3° fif fEx, ^ spxx feEf 
XW Fxxf fE XXXT ^fxfxxx 1 

8. XTETIXX 

Exx wVx F<f;Fxx?rx fefx fr Dfxxfx % fxrr wf^ xx?E xxrxf, 
XXXfftT-X'ST t< fxxrxxx, fxEpi «ffx XFX wfexf E ^FX p'Efr I 

1 9 . ifffxxf % Rrx ErEmr 
1. xxrxx 

( 1) xrxFx xif xxrxx xiErx xfU Jf ^pi;- jnfjRff 

if etx srxfxx ifr Ete xx^fx ^Eff wh: w Xfiff ^f 


[Part II — 

?Eff xifxr JftftPfr, fx^rr rffx fnExxf if pnfqrx xff 
xfxx xrxxf ^ 1 

(2) x i Txx»rxfr 'fxEnfrfxx xxxtx sjxr-frxif wmnTifxnii 
xrqxr xrffi xx xFxx xx ir xTXfx fxixr xie xf wfx 
% srfx 'fxf'X ffxwx srrxT rEx fxrxf xxx^nffr xffqx xt 
xfx firf ?[>, 5X«Tf tfff gxxtxif »pY xxfxr F RTffXR Xf 

x G ^r Ei 17 ^xxxx xx if xxfirfx fxxrr x tex 1 1 

(3) xx-xxx Ete xtxtEtx xrxxx, tnxxfx if x*fr % xxxr fxxr 
920 fxxr (xr 3 xfo ) srxxixf xrt# xff wrffx et xt xxr 
^4 fxnrxx xnrx xxxr 1 

( 4) Ext mxrixx trnrxx *x xxxx xxrxr sitexi xt 
ExfssfX fxxn xtext Ef xfErx xt xxtxx xt xxr xf httxt.ex 
( nffxr ) xxxxx % xxixx % fxx fx xr[f xixxr 1 

(5) wxXT fif xxrxa: ex x^fx Ft fEff xfxx xnmff % fftftx 
xrxxfx xk nrrixr x xrftx; xixxR ix xfxxr inxm^mx 
fXXTXf % XTffX XXPRf ii ^xcwf xf xxnff x^f xxxr 1 

(g) tnxxxr xffx-fR $Ex 1 

(7) xxxxxr-Ttx xffijfxxr jjkifxkiE^fiTE^xxrxnff^fifxiT- 
fx x\x Nf- ixfx if fnft xfxx yrfxNTfxxt xf xfExf 1 vff 
«fr Efff xpixf fxx% xx snf xixxrx xk xttIxt F xxtxx 
if grfxxxRr xxr if xxrfxx wx xf ^fE wxr fRxVix 
xrxxf xff qkrxEft, ^ if ^Epw ^ 

qif x I oil I 

2. wxr xk 

( 1 ) rtx xk— pfxr rix k eExx Exfxx ^ Tf ?lxr 

fxx XX xxf xk *ffix XX XXI fxr ^XT 

ittt f xfxfwx r xrxt xrfxx X $f, XX% XX E Efif I 

(2) Fxfwx # xkf^~~ -xxx-fttfr ffExr (fxxx) xxrf 
x^ x»E xxxxxf % fxE hxiTi xx % xfox xxx 
kfxxx xE xkri Rix frfxx-krr ^r xrx xrfxx 0 . a 
fxxf (XT 0 . 03 ^0 ) E E TX Xfff j[Eff I 

( 3) XPXf Ft XXTXX 

(1) Xf flk/XT XtwiH XXT tTX xkr $ fxxp 

xx E fEff 1 

(11) FXX frfxxx 2(2)# xwrwf E EXE ?fx 1 
XTCTX fEx XE, T%x fXF? Ft XRTf E 
1 . 3 xtt if xxr xjff ^Err, x ?[f 1 . 5 xrx E wEr 
jErr 1 xrt #x fcp? x^ fxfx Ft 
XRrf E 1 . 7 xn tx xff jfErr, x ?ff 2 stx 
if xfxx ffEE I 

(hi) x^ ?®fxr f^, xx xx fxr xxr srxf ^xet *rx- 
forx x gf, Rfx xE fkrr x sjx 1 if *fx hxi xxxff 
-<«ni xx ti « -j»jv % xxftfxx x^Hf jf xt 
xwmf ir xrra ?Err 1 f%x xx xxte xe 
xif EtxiE tftx xfrxTxr wx-xn fff xtnf if 
CTxxxr xtf f'fxi 1 



Sec. 3(ii)] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 17, 1 973/M AGHA 28, 1894 


( 4) W 

(i) fa?fa it xrarTxx: txxit: nY n 
Trsix faro fter xtroirr fVxr ten, 
fi? ; g fafa <47; xfa, nfa? fxnx fa? nrfa 
ITteteT fa flXTT if XTT ffafl faro 
% TFT f^.f ; Tffa?T fa. T * IT *fa.*i i 

( II ) XI? t?X WITT % faff falXX ffaT Xfa 
* 5[T Tt i^TTf TT1H fa nfax XT 

If i?x jrt, fax ter xir nfaf fate 
fa? tnpsr te nm te fr tt 1 ^ tx If 
flftm fa i 

3. 4tel? 

( i ) (fan fax fan wt fifa xrfaw i?t fan fate 
fa TiT TTCTtl? te T tef WTXFff fax 1J3TT X1FT «f?X I 

( 2 ) xfarc? iff xTiror % far^r xfte lr fter-xfiff fan wrqn 
xt th fa *te c te fax tjtx itt wtxxjt nr % te fa ftex 
x fa, te te?ii? i?r fa fax srra ft fxijro YtaT w nm? 
ITT fa | 

( 3 ) fafa "fa xxirxT if, fate <m i? imn tsrr jm 

XFT <tftT*r^f , TpTn|T>Tif'fi#m TTOTfa ¥f 3T«rfa % faTT TTTW^T 
iff STTfXT 1* fa, fte fax fax X fafa te Tfan? iff fai? 
fafaxTrnx i . sfxfa (xt o. oogY) xr xter iff wmfa 

% mn- 1/ 1 o o if in %, ’fart if fa fa ifT fa, fate xfa ^f*rr i 
xnx tefr te mrxfa 4? far? fac-tnxTtei? If tmr- 
tem? iff ronf nr srirtx fafa fa tttxtt (fax) Tfaix 
fateV^ iff ront 4? roc-fate fr fate? xxtj fa-fate 
ir fasrc? faprrfte xfa fan i 

( 5 ) qx-tm xte xx-te-ftef iff xrxsrrf xx fterfax 
fan fan; x^xm: te mx wfa ftemffr fan i 

4. fate iff fan 

( 1 ) XT 7T1T fa falTT TTX TFXWT XT fan X fa, XSfaTT HTOTX 

xxittt Ir fte 3WW % xtercr fsfax iff fan xx mxr 
xft^- ^ xrx ifa if xr^ ?>«ff wk xx ifrffxfaffq i so 0 
if wfau if m fftem % fate iff fan tert ifrx tenr 
teffa 7ir % xf% xfxmx fa^tff % xn iftemrt i>ff i 

( 2 } faT xi? fa ter am iprn tefte x if, xpffax wrote 
xfiixx % xteri? % fffa r iff fawr xx xrw xffa % xrx 
3?T7 iff iftx ?>xf I 

3 xfxX'T 

( 1 ) xt xro iff faxr xifx^if ijf xt xTxxxf iff xfte 
tit if fxffix iff xrcxff xtfa Twxr % iro srro iff xfte 
fan xi7i ro if xxxfax ff i 

( 2 ) xt xx fa ten jTxripx«rrteftTXXff,fte: xro'rxxnfrx 
% fax <rrxfax xxxxuff xx xr| tex xt xt 4fa ix xffrxx, 

^n fa XT1TXX % TfTXTX if far XTTT WXRX1? xfanT 
im tex xnjxrx fafax fte ro>rn 1 
46 G of 1/72 — 1 i 
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( 3 ) Xfa fXWT % TTTWT f XX XT falff TXX 1XX1T if T^X xfifXTT X? 

ijtefax irorr ittefx ^ xf xx efaxx iff Y Ir faft|x 
fan imfn 1 

g. fte^T-farx xfxxfw nro 

xfxxxf flfx ixfa flTIXX XT TFT UT^XX, fa flTIXX If fa^Tf- 
XfW WXTX fair TTTTffte Xfff |fa fax faffH-ffaT SffteW, 
xx xtt?xx xfax if ^t, 3 #wtx lr m xfff fifxr i 

7. x*x-texxr TXX 

( 1 ) xtxtx xix fafxxr t 7 'tj XIX •rfxr xx fxxx xkxxr ix 
fax ij<n faun xxx^ix faxr irfa i 

( 2 ) m irr^ fa xafa-faxxxT xiterx: ffax xtx if yf ra 

xrx xx xxxf ^fa % x^t faff fafarr ffarff xtfa xwnff 
if XTTfax fax xfa xx% xFtxtx % tex fa i gfa xxw xm 
rfi? fxxi xi? xin nTfatr fax xx i?i fxxx xx 

i?fa % ^4, xiterx; ffax xrx xx te Ir m i?x fan xfaxt i 

8. ^n’5^T ,J TT^’ 

X 

fa?fa wfaxx i? fteof x ^«tx ttro xfx fax xfa fatex ^ nf xw 

TTfTXTX TIT % XTX1? I? 1FJXTX XXTBf iff IfXT, X Uf ^? f S faXTTX 
if XfXI? Xfa fafa I 

9 xnfax-xxxr 

xxrfa fan? xxr iwt (jtef) xxitot iff xttt if iter xrx 
4? fax-faxfa fax xfa tfx unfa if fate xrx % l o faterx xv 
xxTfafatx xro It iften? %t fate, m xtxi xxtxi r^xxix fa 
>te> yff t%x xtx ^ fawi? xfa fan i 

1 0* T t T'T j TTJT 

f^fd ^ Tt fw^TT 'dF^TT 

xx ten xx fait if mi xixxt i j Six o . o 9 
i o . o 4 fxfa % inxTx iff inxfax fax fxmfte iterf, 4 
fxxxifirfx ^fa?x teff iff ten to % 100 xi? te n flx 
i?te ffax 10 xi?inxTf fafa xix fa i nx T7xr 1? faxR 
?ir xtxt»t *? 91TO % fa# jte if *>f njnfa ter 
xfa fan fa far xmror iff =jmrx fa i ifxx xxw n nx 
m: ^[Xf 1?xif if XX 1 X.HI nr 'tXTT if XTX fWT xxitt mpn, 
xfx 1^ IX p i? XIJXTX ^JXT-XXXr XIX 1?T tel 5 I 

ii. wftfaf-xte 

fax te iro tefte fa, xf ter iff kfa fa ffafafarr fate, 
tefafrt-xxv 3'ftm faf nxfa i 

2 o. n fatfaft i tnnfxx m-iteft fa fin? ffaten 

1. XTXfa 

ffafax 'jfaf fa XfT^ fa ffa?' rt^ix xTxfa te fafa, fa 
xmx faff fa teinfar fa c?xf teff i 

2 . ftemt 

ffaffa ffarfa iFxfai xxTX-xxfafa fa fx^x falx x^x finrcf 
fa f, Wffa fan fax ftexi fax i?xt< fifa te ftenr 
^? njxrx fafa 
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3. nrwT faftwoi 

fftftm f'fvpj wt 3*rr«(, TSft, fef, h Til TPtifr 
tAr Htrra im'rsft % ftim *At Hffm tt Hfirwr waft 
Tpft 3P5T <$fcftf & 1JTT ({Nr 1 

4. ftr TTW 

ft-T tt tuft, T^tT-sjisT *Ar gf’rr 3 ttttwt tt ftftir 1 -jtttt 
TTtf ft rnwt ftf TTtT ftf fHT ift WtpfV 1 

5 . ftrr 

STOTT TPTvfTEft- it ST 1 JW ^ % 41ft <fr RTTeft ft fttr UT 
frit : — 


frrrrjt 


Toft« STOTT Tljff ft fftff PWfTX^ff ft fftft ft fftff 

1, 

TORTIT 100° 

TTo <TT 

10 0° TTo TT 100° 

TTo <TT «= 


■« 65 ft 67 

= 118.2#f» 29 4.; 

1 ftftt, 2 1 0° 


210° T1 

[o <rc^ 

3fa?T, 2 1 0° Wo 

qr»=i50 ft 


35. 6 

ftfrrrr ft 

TTo TT** 94 ft 155 

ftrr ft ftfw 


*fte: 

smuTTr 

99 ftfte ft twpmr 




ft ITT WPTTIT 


2. 

?rnT 

335° 

TTo 270° Wo 

425° WO 

3. 

TlfTT 3FT 

20° TT° ftw 25° TTo 

2 5° W® ftfTT 


6. HtmWPtflftf OpNfftfara 1331 ftftW'JRT TT ft Rfr 
Weft ft fftcr ffft : 


( 1 ) htofft 'nnr-HWW xmAffl tI w, srtrra , -®rrr- 
ftttft ft <jft wf-wt- (fiTtor *Ar t> 

stotta ftt trwTtrr tt <nrtv trfftfftftnr Trftft 
*mft y>itjw Trrfftfl ftf murom ft ftt w,ftf 1 
mw ftt ttmrttt tt wrftsr ftftnft tut bitt 
fftfftf'tr? ffwfff upw tt feetn* *rr^fn ft 
fNT I HtTTT-STOSTitft TT HTTflT UTPT sflr tUTtUfT 

|Nr 1 

( 2 ) ietr srfntm ft fftq ww-HOTfT-xmtrittff ftr 
ftt >Al RW5 ft HTTP! ftl Tw flTTTTU ft 30 f*m7 

ITT ftfttfftr ft fftRfftm Tft I w TOI ft TTTPI 
fc- ftt uf <tot fftrfN T$f tfift, fft^Wt 5T^f tt 
TT lftwr u^f (jtftt i 

7. OTKfTT'T 

jTffra-TrTfttrft ftt hwwt ?»rrftf ft ftfrur ftr ftfr ujjf Tftrn 

21 . nmr rtftw, fftrrft wnftix tttt wrft ftbr *ftft 

W nfWIT 

1 . muff 

irnETT wrft tAt tt? *ftx ft fftft £t Ttsht t>ttt ftt swtt 

TTTf^it ft Tft*lT ft HTfiT ft ftfTFT ftfttTTRT Tift TtfufCTT 
TftTT I 

2. TTTTT TT TSTf TTOTTO 3ft ^TTTR fftft fftftT 35° fto tAt 

— 29° ftf ft fttro htotot Trft ft Tuft |Nt i 


3. fftmft 

TT?TTt Tf fftmftTftr TTPTTT ftnr fttr fftftTT ft ttt 

TTTT fftrr Trq fftJTT?T ft TtTRTT gNT I TItTT TT fftTn^T ft*fT 
ift>TT ftt 'jftt TtRTTTNT ffttr ^pn irfft fftfR 45 TT 

HINT TT ftft ft TTRft Rt I 

4 . fftrrm 

TT?TT TftrpT ft fTTTy'TT Tf fftftTT ffTTT fttfft^r fftHT TtTftTTT 
Tiftr nft tt?ht ft ftrrr 1 , 500,000 Tftf ft tt t>t ttw 
ft Sift iftr TTT7T ft fatr 500,000 Wt ft TT (TflT I 
Tfty TTT TTTJr ft TWT fftfift ft 3JTT ft>TT I 

5. iTTNfftr Hfftv>r 

T1TTT TT TT? TNOTT, 50 HfftTO IftvmW qrr WTWWftT 
qwftt?IT ft Tf* TtSf fftTfTT TIT TJTrft »«f)TTT *!% HTTTfftlT 
tmr i 

6 . ft*! TTTTT Tfk RTTWTT TBTTT 

( 1 ) Tmrrtf ftt rrftV i^ftt «rrfotT rt? ht ftt TftN 
ffttirr ftt jf ?Wt jn fftw ht fttfftjpr ft ftftrr 

$>ft I ftt Tf HT 'Tjt ff TTTTTJ HOT JJTT ?Wt I 

JjHTft Tt fttCTt 0.04 fftftt ft TTT (Wt I 

( 2 ) 3JHOTT ftm wftfftr ifNT nrlft ffterfftfair <m 
«mr Tft : 

fftftt ^f|MTT ^ urg ft ft trr ^TTT TTT 
ft, 3ft ftT TfT ft TTT ft fttT Tt JIT fftft HT 
ftftt fttfft ft fttft Wt tt TprsnrPr Tt fr fftftr 
3«? TTTf ^TTRIT *ftr ^T m?[ CTT pft ft W 

off iftft I 

( 3 ) ft?2- fftOT >wr TTPH? I^T TPTOT TTK-»fT fttt 3TrftfftTT 

fHtl 

7. Rita W 

HlfH Oft«PT fttr 30% firfftoW Tjfftrflf ft ^Tf |{fft I 
TTTktt irffr fftfftw OftfaTR TOTTOTT 5T«TT ft tt^ttt 5fNT I 

[ftp 60 ( 64) fo trrfo fo ftto/esj 

ORDER 

S.O. 458. — Whereas forfhc development of export trade 
of India, certain proposals for subjecting automobile spares, 
components and accessories to quality control and inspection 
prior to export, were published as required by sub-rule (2 ) 
of rule 11 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) 
Rules, 1964, at pages 1413 — 1436 of the Gazette of India, 
Part-II— Section 3— Sub-section (ii). Extra ordinary, dated 
the 10th December, 1968 under the notification of the Gov- 
ernment of India in the late Ministry of Commerce No. 
S.O. 4463, dated the 10th December, 1968; 

And whereas objections and suggestions were invited till 
the 9th January, 1969. from all persons likely to be affected 
thereby; 

And whereas the said Gazette notification was made avail- 
able to the public on the 10th December, 1968. 

And whereas the objections and suggestions received from 
the public on the said draft have been considered by the 
Central Government; 
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Now, therforc, in exercise of the powers conferred by sec- 
tion 6 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 
1963 (22 of 1963) and, in supersession of the notification of 
the Government of India in the late Ministry of Commerce 
No. S.O. 3224, dated the 8th September, 1967, the Central 
Government, after consulting the Export Inspection Council, 
and being of the opinion that it is necessary and expedient so 
to do for the development of the export trade of India, here- 
by:— 

(1) notifies that automobile spares, components and 
accessories given in Annexures I and II to this Order 
shall be subject to quality control and inspection 
prior to export; 

(2) specifies the type of inspection in accordance with 
the Export of Automobile Spares, Components and 
Accessories (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules 
1973, as the type of quality control and inspection 
which shall be applied to such automobile spares, 
components and accessories prior to export; 

(3) recognises — - 

(a) the contractual specifications as agreed upon bet- 
ween the buyer and the seller subject to the mini- 
mum of specification mentioned in Annexure III 
to this order for the items given in Annexure I 
to this order. 

(b) the contractual specifications as agreed upon bet- 
ween the buyer and the seller for the items given 
in Annexure II to this order. 

as the sandard specifications for automobile spares, 
components and accessories; 

(4) prohibits the export in the course of international 
trade of any such automobile spares, components 
and accessories unless the same are accompanied by 
a certificate issued by any one of the Export Ins- 
pection Agencies established by the Central Gov- 
ernment under section 7 of the Export (Quality 
Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963) to 
the effect that the consignment of automobile spares, 
components and accessories satisfies 'the conditions 
relating to quality control and inspection and is ex- 
port-worthy. 

2. Nothing in this order shall apply to the export by land, 
sea or air of samples of automobile spares, components and 
accessories to prospective buyers the f.o.b. value of which 
does not exceed rupees one hundred and twenty five only. 

3. In this order — 

(i) ‘automobile’ means any self-propelled two, three or 
more wheeled, single or multi-axled vehicle; and 

(ii) ‘automobile spares, components and accessories’ 
means the manufactured products used in automo- 
biles and trailers (whether attached to the vehicle 
or not) including that used as a replacement part 
for the original product given in Annexures I and 
II to this order. 

4. This order sbali come into force on the 17th March, 
1973. 

ANNEXURE— I 

1 . Piston pin 

2. Inlet and exhaust valves lor internal combustion en- 
gines 

3. Connecting rod including its nuts and bolts 

4. Single cylinder fuel injection pump 

5. Automobile electric horn (vibrating type and wind- 
tone type). 

6. Ignition coil 

7. Starter motor and its armature (upto 24 volts D.C. 
only) 

8. Sparking plug 


9. Automobile dynamo, its armature and field coils 

10. Headlight assembly 

11. Automobile lamp (bulb) 

12. Axle shaft 

13. Automotive brake lining 

14. Brake drum 

15. King pin 

16. Leaf spring and its leaves 

17. Shackle pin 

18. Helical spring for automobile suspension 

1 9. Ammeter 

20. Automotive hydraulic shock absorber 

21. Wiper assembly including its arm and blade 

ANNEXURE— II 

1. Piston, Piston rings, Circlips 

2. Crankshaft 

3. Camshaft 

4. Rocker-arm 

5. Valve springs, Valve guides, Valve locking pins, 
Valve Seat, Valve Push rod 

6. Cylinder head, Cylinder block 

7. Liners for cylinder 

8. Clutch assembly, Clutch pressure plate, Clutch fac- 
ing, Clutch disc. Clutch spring, Clutch levers 

9. Nozzles, Atomizer, Filter elements, Pump elements. 
Suction valve, Delivery valve, Governor diaphragm. 
Hand priming pump diaphragm and Pipes with nuts 
& nipples for Fuel injection pump 

10. Air Filter assembly and its filter elements 

11. Fuel pump, Lubricating oil pump. Oil filter assemb- 
ly, Fuel filter assembly and their parts. 

12. Water pump including its parts 

13. Speedometer, Oil pressure gauge. Fuel gauge. Ther- 
mometers 

14. Cables for Spedometer, Clutch and Brake 

15. Brake assembly, Master Cylinder, Wheel cylinder, 
their parts and repair kits, Brake springs 

16. Carburettor assembly and its components 

17. Radiator and its core 

18. Distributor and its parts 

19. Carbon brushes and Springs for Starter Motor and 
Dynamo 

20. Horn relay, Horn diaphragm & Horn contact 

21. Flasher units 

22. Voltage regulator 

23. Propeller shaft 

24. Universal joint and its parts 

25. Transmission chains 

26. Hubs 

27. Hanger brackets, Shackles for front & rear spring 

28. Shock absorber link 

29. Leather washer, Springs, Packing & Connections and 
Cylinder repair kit for Brake Booster 

30. Piston, Piston rings, Valve disc and Suction valve 
cap for Booster compressor type 

31. Front axle tie rod ends, Drag link ends. King pin re- 
pair kit 

32. Wheel rim and disc assembly 

33. Throttle control and Throttle control tube 

34. Door locks 

35. Lifting jacks 

36. Grease nipples 

37. All types of gaskets 

38. All types of oil seals 

39. All types of bearings 

40. AH types of gears 
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41, All types of metal & rubber bustlings 

42, All types of fasteners i.e. bolts, studs, screws, nuts 
and washers 


4, General 

(1) The valves shall be manufactured by extrusion or up- 
setting process. 


ANNEXURE— UI 

1. Specifications for Piston Pins 

1. Dimensions 

Dimensions of the piston pins shall be as per the design 
agreed to between the buyer and the exporter subject to the 
tolerances mentioned below: 


(2) The valves shall be finished smooth and shall be free 
from folding laps duo to faulty upsetting process and tool 
marks. The valves shall be free from any cracks and other 
manufacturing defects. The surface finish at tappet face shall 
be better than 15 microns. 

3. Specifications for Connecting Rod Including its Nuts and 

Bolts 


2, Tolerance 


1. Material 


(1) The tolerance on outside diameter of the piston pin 
shall be ± 0.005 mm. 

(2) The general tolerance on length for fully floating pins 
shall be ±0.10 mm. 


'. nc cpnnectmg rod shall be forged from carbon or alloy 


2. Hardness 


(3) For pins clamped rigidly at the small end, the gene- 
ral tolerance on length shall be ± 0.2J mm. 


sh *“ * ’*'■ 


3. Hardness 


3. Cross Section 


The hardness of the piston pin shall not be less than 5K 
Rockwell number on the C. Scale. 

4. General 


sec tion of the connecting rod shall be. of I-tvne 
with i ounding on the top and the bottom. The rod shall Ee 
sojorged that its longitudinal axis lies in the plans of rota- 


The piston pin shall be free from cracks, tool marks and 
other manufacturing defects. The sharp edges shall be suit- 
ably chamfered or rounded off. The surface finish of the 
piston pins shall be better than 20 microns. 

2. Specifications for Inlet and Exhaust Valves for Internal 
Combustion Engines 


4. Dimensions 


sS^^mv&sas-jrig 


5. Tolerances 


I. Material 

(1) The inlet valves shall be manufactured from a suitable 
heat treatable alloy steel which after heat treatment would 
have a tensile strength of not less than 80 kgf/mm 2 . 


the I-Scction shall be + °' 

aud 2 Lo,OO r mm. ° n ^ Web ' ° f I ' Scction shal > »* + 0.80 mm 


f2) The exhaust valves shall be manufactured from a suit- 
able heat resisting alloy steel which after heat treatment 
would have a tensile strength of not less than 80 kgf/mm . 

2. Hardness 

The valves shall have a hardness of not less than 35 DPN 
(or Its equivalent) at the tappet face. 

3. Dimensions 


(3) Tolerance on height of I-Scction shall be ± 0.12 mm. 

(4) General tolerance shall be ± 0.25 mm. 


as nir the*’ rflitn other tha " Waited above Shall be 

as per the design of the connecting rod. 


6. Balancing 


All the connecting rods of the 
lie balanced within 20 grams. 


same type and 


design shall 


Dimensions of the valves shall be as per design agreed to 
between the foreign buyer and the seller subject to the fol- 
lowing minimum tolerances given in the Table below: 


TABLE 

Tolerance on Dimensions of Valves 


SI. No. Dimensions 


Tolerance 


1 . Valve Stem diameter 


2. Concentricity of valve stem with respect 
to valve face (up to 50 mm head dia) . 

3. Concentricity of valve stem with respect 
to valve face (head die of 50 mm and 
above) ....... 

4. Straightness of stem .... 

5. Overall length 

6. Valve face angle 

7. Thickness of valve head ... 

8. Diameter of valve head .... 

9. Other dimensions .... 


+0.000 mm 
— 0.025 mm 

0,04 mm 


0,076 mm 
0.025 mm 
±0.25 mm 
±0.50 
±0.25 mm 
±0.05 mm 
±0.25 mm 


7. Straightness 


ranwof + C 0 , i n o shaI1 within a tole- 

rance ot ± 0. 10 mm. on the overall length after coining. 

8. Connecting rod nuts, bolts and studs 

( connoting rod bolts and studs shall be manufactured 
from suitable steel which atter heat treatment would have 
a minimum tensile strength of 100 kgf/mm 2 . The connect- 
mg rod nuts shall be manufactured from suitable steel which 
t, Ic , : “// trcat ? ie (L t would have a minimum tensile strength 
ot ab kgt/mm 2. The bolts shall be machined in such a way 
as to have uniform strength throughout their length. Proper 
locking device shall be provided for the nuts and bolts. The 
run out of bolts shall not exceed 0,02 mm. with respect to 
the shank. 


9. General 

The connecting rod shall be free from cracks, internal 
flaws or inclusions and other harmful defects. 

4. Specifications for Single Cylinder Fuel Injection Pomps 

1 . Dimensions 

Dimensions of the pump shall be as per the design agreed 
to between the buyer and the exporter. 



Sec. 3(a)] THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 17, 1973/MAGHA 28, 1894 661 


2. Construction 

The fuel injection pumps shall be of robust construction 
incorporating the suitable quality material and workmanship 
in accordance with the best trade practice. 

3. Tightness against fuel inlet pressure 

There shall be no leakage of air from any part of the 
pump when the fuel injection pump is submerged in the test 
oil (any light and chemically inert oil) maintained at 30 ° 
C and an air pressure of 1 kgf/cm 1 is applied at the 
fuel inlet. 


directed towards the microphone of the sound level meter 
in the horizontal plane, The microphone shall be 
placed in such a position that it is on the axis 
of the radiating horn and the sound waves arc incident 
parellcl to its diaphragm. For this test, weighting network 
curve shall be used on the sound level meter. The distance 
between the diaphragm plane and the centre of microphone 
shall be 200 ± 1 cm. The microphone shall be adjusted 
sideways or up and down so as to obtain the highest possible 
meter reading. The measured sound pressure level of the 
horn shall be between 90 and 115 dB for vibrating type 
and between 105 and 125 dB for wind tone type hoi ns when 
the horn is connected to its rated voltage. 


4. Tightness against injection pressure 

The fuel injection pump when operated with test oil at 
30 *C against the nozzle release pressure of 175 kgf/ 
om’ , shall not show any leakage between delivery valve and 
pump body. 

5. Pump discharge 

The pump discharge shall be within -_h 10 per cent of the 

rated discharge. 


5. Painting 

The painted surfaces shall be uniform, hard dry and 
adherent. A suitable test shall be carried out to check the 
adhesion of the painted surfaces. 

6. General 

The horn assembly shall be free from constructional and 
manufacturing defects. 


5. Specifications for Automobile Electric Horns (Vibrating 
type and Wind type) 

1. Dimensions 

The dimensions of the horns, shall be as per the design 
agreed to between the buyer and the exportet. 

2 Interchangeability 

Components of a particular model and type shall be inter- 
changeable. Mounting arrangements of the horn shall be so 
designed that one make and type of horn is easily replace- 
able by another. 


6. Specifications for Ignition Colls 

1 . Material 

Ignition coils shall be constructed from the most suitable 
materials free from flaws and suitable for tropical use. Any 
material used in the costruction shall not be readily ignita- 
blc. Any material used shall be cither inherently stable under 
exposure to all types of weather conditions or provided 
with a surface treatment to all faces and edges, applied after 
all machining and fabricating processes are completed so as 
to ensure stability of the material on exposure to weather. 
No hygroscopic material shall be used unless it has been 
previously rendered moisture-proof. 


3. Function 

The horn shall function satisfactorily when working at 
+ 33 per cent and — 15 per cent of the rated voltage of the 
horn. 

4. The horn shall be able to withstand the following tests 
satisfactorily. 

(1) High voltage test — The test piece shall be isolated 
from the condenser and the internal ground and shall be 
subject to 30 seconds electrification with an alternating cur- 
rent of 500 volts RMS at 50 c/s between any of the termi- 
nals and the ground. The test piece shall satisfactorily with- 
stand this test without arcing or puncture. 

(2) Load test— The load current of the horn shall not 
exceed the following values — - 


Ratedjvoltage of the horn 


Up to 24 volts . 
Up to 12 volts . 
Up to 6 volts 


Maximum current 

K V 

For vibrat- g For wind 
ing type tone type 


3.5amperes 6.0 amperes 

5 . 5 amperes 10.0 amperes 

7 , 7 amperes 15.0 amperes 


2. Construction 

(1) Ignition coils shall be so designed as to withstand 
moisture, the heat developed in the windings, and the 
corona effects. 

(2) Ignition coils shall be filled with an insulating muterial, 
such as oil or paraffin-like material. In addition to providing 
insulation, the oil or other material shall provide rapid heat 
dissipation and keep corona effects to a minimum 

(3) To prevent ignition coils from absorbing moisture, they 
shall be hermetically sealed. 

3. Dimensions 

The overall dimensions of the ignition coil shall be as pei 
the design agreed to between the foreign buyer and the seller. 

4. Workmanship and finish 

Ail parts shall be manufactured in a thoroughly workman 
like manner in accordance with the current engineering prac- 
tice. All steel surfaces to be painted shall be suitably pre- 
heated before painting. 

5. Interchangebility 

(1) Components of a particular model and type shall be 
interchangeable. 


(3) Bump test — The horn assembly shall be strapped to 
a horizontal support of wood and shall be allowed to fall 
freely from a height of 5 cm. The horn shall be subjected 
to 50 such consecutive falls. After, this the horn shail not 
show any sign of damage and shall pass the load test as spe- 
cified in clause 4,2. 


(2) Mounting arrangements of the ignition coils shall be 
so designed that one make and type should be easily replace- 
able by another. 

6, The ignition coil shall be able to withstand the following 
tests satisfactorily. 


(4) Sound loudness test — This test may be carried out 
under prevailing atmospheric conditions and the level of the 
background noise shall be such that the reading produced on 
the meter by the noise is at least 10 dB below that produc- 
ed by the horn under test. 

The test may be carried out cither in nnechoic room or 
in an open space in which there is no obstacle within a radius 
of 12 meters and there shall be no accoustical focussing effects 
or nearly parallel walls. The horn shail be mounted in such 
a way that the sound waves emitted from the horn shall be 


(1) Insulation Resistance (Dry) test 

(i) This test may be carried out at the prevailing atmos- 

pheric temperature and humidity. 

(ii) The insulation resistance shall be measured between 

the coil primary terminal and outer casing by the 
application of a DC voltage of 500 V for one 
minute. 

fiii) The insulation resistance value, thus measured, shall 
be not less than 10 megohms. 
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(2) Secondarv voltage — The coil shall be first fitted with a 
suitable distributor or contact breaker and tested for opera- 
tion at high temperature and low voltage as specified in 7.2 
and 7.3 respectively. Under these conditions there shall be 
no misfiring lor the test for operation at high temperature 
whereas the permitted percentage of misfiring shall be not 
more than 25 in case of test for operation at low voltage. 
Spark gap shall be kept at 6 mm, 

1 3) Test for operation at High Tempcraure — After keeping 
the coil in air at 90 degree C for not less than 60 minutes 
the test for operation at high temperature shall be done under 
the following conditions :• - 

(a) Power supply 

For 6-V type— 6V 
For 12- V type— t2V 
1 or 24'V type — 24V 

(b) Load resistance 

(1) Between coil and distributor 10000 ohm 

(2) Hetween distributor and spark gap 

with three electrodes 10000 ohm 

(3) With contact breaker alone 20000 ohm 

(c) Rotation speed of distributor or contract 

breaker 3000 sparks/ 

min. 

(4) Test for operation at low Voltage — This test shall be 
done under following conditions in the prevailing atmospheric 
temperature and humidity : — 

(a) Power supply 


For 6-V type 

4V 

For 12-V type 

8V 

For 24-V type 

16V 

(b) Load resistance 

(1) Between coil and distributor 

10000 ohm 

( 2 ) Between distributor and spark gap 
with three electrodes 

10000 ohm 

(3) With contact breaker alone 

20000 ohm 


(c) Rotation speed of distributor or contact 

breaker 900 sparks /min. 


(5) High voltage test — After keeping the coil at 90 degree 
C in air for not less than 60 minutes the high voltage test 
shall be conducted. The coil shall be able to withstand 
the high voltage test for more than one minute under the 
conditions specified below, When an inulator is put in the 
ap, there shall be no failure of the dlelectricnl material Or 
ashover from high tension connection. 


fa) Power supply 


For 6-V type 

8 V 

For 12-V type 

15V 

For 24-V type 

30V 

fb) Load resistance 


(1) Between coil and distributor 

( 2 ) Between distributor and spark gap 

10000 ohm 

with three electrodes 

10000 ohm 

(3) With contact breaker alone 

20000 ohm 


(c) Rotation speed of distributor or contact 

breakoi 12000 sparks /min. 

(6) Load test — The primary coil shall be connected to the 
rated voltage for not less than 3 hours. At the end of this 
test, the coil shall be examined for any evidence or damage 
in winding or other parts and shall be subjected to perfor- 
mance test tis follows : 

(a) Power supply 

For 6-V type 6V 

For 12-V type 12V 

For 24- V iype 24V 


(b) Load resistance 

(1) Between coil and distributor 10000 ohm 

(2) Between distributor and spark gap 

with three electrodes 10000 ohm 

t3) With contact brenker alone 20000 ohm 

(c) Rotation speed of distributor or contact 

breaker 500 rev/min. 

t7) When tested under these conditions there shall be no 

misfiling. 

(i) Test for moisture resistance- — the coil shall be kept 
in a temperature of 50 degree to 60 degree C in a 
humidity chamber with a relative humidity not less 
than 95 per cent for a period of 48 hours. After 
this, the coil shall be removed from the humidity 
chamber and kept for 10 minutes and subjected to 
performance test as follows : — 


(a) Power supply 


For 6-V type 

6V 

For 12-V type 

12V 

For 24-V type 

24V 

(b) Load resistance 


(1) Between coil and distributor 

(2) Between distributor and spark gap 

10000 ohm 

with three electrodes 

10000 ohm 

(3) With contact breaker alone 

20000 ohm 

(c) Rotation speed of distributor or contact 


breaker 

500 rev/min. 


(ii) Hermetic sealing test 


The object of this test is to determine the effectiveness 
of the hermetic seals of ignition coils filled with 
liquid. This test is applicable if the filling is 
solid at normal temperature but liquid at the test 
temperature. 

(a) Conditioning. — The ignition coil, with its seals down- 
wards, shall be placed in an oven with circulating 
hot air and heated until the container temperature 
is 1 degree C to 5 degree C above 100 degree C and 
shall be maintained at this temperature for 10 minu- 
tes. 

The ignition coil shall then be removed from the oven 
and allowed to stand for 10 minutes in a tempera- 
true of 27 degree db 1 degree C. 

Ignition coils with seals on more than one face shall 
be rotated so that each such face is in a downward 
position and the procedure laid down above repeated 
for each position. 

tb) The samples shall be examined for liquid seepage: 
there shall be nc seepage as determined by visual 
examination. 

7. Specifications for Starter Motor and its Armature (upto 
24 volts DC only) 

1. Visual examination 

Starters shall be examined for finish and adequate lubrica- 
tion in revolving parts. All the parts shall be finished pro- 
perly and shall be free from harmful defects, faults or 
cracks. 

2. Dimensions 

The dimensions, type and rating of the starter shall be 
as per agreement between the foreign buyer and the seller. 

3. The starter shall be able to withstand the following tests 
satisfactorily. 

(1) Flash test— Flash test shall be carried out In normal 
room conditions immediately after the starter has 
reached its operating temperature. The test shall 
be carried out between the terminals and external 
metal part of the starter by the application of an 
A.C. voltage of 500 volts r.m.s. having frequency 
of 50 c/s for 5 seconds. If necessary, as tor exam- 
ple, if any of the terminals is internally grounded 
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minute and gas leakage at a pressure of 15 
k.g/cm 2 and room temperature shall be not more 
than 3 ml per minute. 


the earth connection may be disconnected. As a 
result of this test, there shall be no looseness, crack- 
ing, charring, arcing or puncture of any of the 
parts, 

(2) Insulation resistance test— The test shall be carried 

out immediately after the starter has reached its 
operating temperature. The resistance shall he 
measured between the terminals and the external 
metal parts of the starter by application of a D.C. 
voltage of 500 volts for 5 seconds, under the pre- 
vailing atmospheric temperature and humidity con- 
ditions. If necessary, for example, if any of the 
terminals is internally grounded, the earth connection 
may be disconnected. The insulation resistance 
values thus measured shall be not less than one 
megohm, 

(3) Free running test — Rnn the starter upto full speed 

with no load on nominal voltage supply. There 
shall not be any undue sparking of brushes on 
commutator and there shall not be any excessive 
noise due to armature rubbing on poles or due to 
high commutator bars. There shall not be any 
undue vibration during this test. 

(4) Vibration test— The starter motor shall be rigidly 

fixed on a suitable vibrating machine and subjected 
to a simple harmonic vibration with an amplitude 
of 1.5 mm and a frequency between 30 to 50 c/s. 
for a period of one hour in the direction of each 
of the three major axis of the test piece, The 
starter motor shall be deemed to have passed this 
test if there is no evidence of any damage to the 
motor and it passes the free running test as given 
in clause 3.3. 

4. Characteristic curve of the Starter Motor 

The characteristic curves for the following shall be deter* 
mined and supplied by the manufacturer under specified con- 
ditions. 

(a) Torque vs. current 

(b) Speed vs. current 

(c) Voltage at the terminals vs. current 

The starter motor shall conform to the characteristics 
mentioned above. 

8. Specifications for Sparking Plugs 


1. Dimensions 

Dimensions of the sparking plugs shall be as per (be 
design agreed to between the buyer and the seller. 

2. Tolerances 

The tolerances on the terminal threads, hexagonal body 
and plug threads shall be such as to provide inter-changeable 
parts. 

3. Acceptance tests 

Th« sparking plugs shall be able to withstand the following 
tests : 

(1) Sparking under pressure — The sparking under a pre- 

stire of 9 kgf/cm 2 at room temperature shall be 
regular and of equal intensity. 

(2) Insulation resistance — Insulation resistance at a tem- 

perature of 500 degree C shall not be less than 1 

megohm. 

(3) Gas leakage — Gas leakage at 200 degree C and 15 

kg /cm 2 pressure shall be not more than 50 ml per 


(4) Thermal shock test. — When subjected to the ‘Thermal 

Shock Test’, there shall be no crack on the insula- 
tors. The thermal shock test shall be carried out 
on the insulator alone by dipping it into a molten 
tin bath maintained at 500 degree C upto half the 
length of the insulator foot and kept in that position 
for 4 minutes and after that taking it out and allow- 
ing it to cool to room temperature. After this, the 
insulator shall be dipped in colouring medium like 
alcohol fuschine solution having 0.5 per cent fus- 
chioe dissolved in methyl alcohol. After this test, 
the insulator shall be free from cracks. 

(5) Torque test — There shall be no breakage at the 

throat of the spark plug when it is subjected to a 
torque of 5 kgfm. by a torque wrench, screwing 
the spark plug in a hardened steel block. 

16) Impact test — The plugs shall be able to sustain an 
impact energy of 1.5 kgf.cm. and the average break- 
ing impact energy shall be 3 kgf.cm. 

4. General 

The sparking plugs shall be free from manufacturing and 
constructional defects. 

9. Specifications for Automobile Dynamos, Its Armatures and 
Field Colls 

1. Materials and construction 

(1) Commutator 

The commutator segments shall be made of copper hav- 
ing conductivity of not less than 97 per cent Insu- 
lation separators shall be made of mica, built up 
mica, or resin bonded asbestos or similar material. 
The commutator shall be turned and when tested in 
a dial gauge between Vcc blocks shall not give a bar 
to bar variation exceeding 0.005 mm and not more 
than 0.05 mm accentricity on total dial reading. 

(2) Field Colls 

The total resistance of the field coil shall be within 
± 5 per cent of the rated resistance, The shape 
of the field coils shall he uniform. 

2. Output 

The output of the dynamo in watts shall bo within — 5 per 
cent of the rated output at rated voltage. 

3. The dynamo, armature and field coil shall be to with- 
stand the following tests satisfactorily. 

(1) Flash test for armature — The armature shall be sub- 
jected to a flash test between commutator and shaft 
with an alternating current at 500 V and 50 c/s 
As a result of this, there shall be no looseness, 
cracking, charring, arcing or puncture of any por- 
tion of the armature. This test should be conduc- 
ted after the operating temperature has been ob- 
tained. 

(2) Flash test for Field Colls — The field coll after being 

fitted into the yoke shall be flash tested between coil 
terminal and yoke with an alternating current of 
500 V having a frequency of 50 c|s. As a result 
of this test, there shall be no looseness, cracking 
charring, arcing or puncture of any portion of the 
field coil. This test should be conducted only after 
the coil has reached its operating temperature. 

(3) Temperature rise test — The temperature rise of dyna- 
mos for all types of enclosures, when tested in ambi- 
ent temperature not exceeding 40 degree C and at an 
altitude not exceeding 1000m. and under the rated 
conditions, shall not exceed the limits given in the 
Table below. 
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Table 


LIMITS OF TEMPERATURE RISE 

Temperature-Rise Measured 
By Thermometer 

Class A Class E 

Insulation Insulation 


Insulated windings and cores 
in contact therewith 

Uninsulated parts, including 
cores not in contact with 
insulated windings and arma- 
ture windings 


50° C 65°C 

The temperature rise shall, 
in no case, reach such a 
value that there is risk of 
injury to any insulating 
materials on adjacent bars. 


(iii) Field Resistance — variable, to be connected between 

the dynamo output terminal and the field terminal. 
Alternatively a single bobbin current regulator mav 
be employed. 

(iv) Load resistance — variable, to be connected between 

the output terminal and other armature brush con- 
nection. 

(2) Temperature Stabilization Run. — The temperature stabi- 
lization run shall fulfil the following condtions : 


(a) 

Dynamo speed 

6000±200 rcv,/min. 

(b) 

Dynamo output . 

rated current 

(c) 

Terminal voltage . 

, 6.7, 13.5 or 27V for 6-, 12-, 

and 24- volt machines 

(d) 

Duration of run , 

one hour 

(o) 

Ambient temperature . 

40 C maximum. 


II) For commutator) — The temperature rise for com- 
mutators shall not exceed 115 degree C above 
and ambient temperature not exceeding 40 
degree C. 

(11) If the windings of the dynamo are not readily 
accessible to thermometer, the resistance method 
of measurement of temperature rise may be used, 
in which case the temperature rise limits shall 
be 60 degree C for windings with Class A Insula- 
tion and 75 degree C for windings with Class E 
insulation. 

(4) Ovcrspecd test- -When the dynamo is run at a speed 

10 per cent higher than 4 times the rated speed 
for one hour, the dynamo shall not show any sign 
of failure and shall conform to the requirements of 
Clause 2 after this test. 

(5) Test for colls — When the rated voltage is applied to 

the coils of the armature, the ammeter shall record 
equal readings for all coils within ± 5 per cent. 

4. Noise and Vibration 

During running of the dynamo, there shall be no undue 
vibration and noise and the running shall be smooth. 


(3) Hot cutting-ln speed Cheek — The value of the hot cut- 
ting-in speed shall not exceed bv more than 7-712 per cent 
increase of the normal specified value when checked in the 
following manner at the temperature attained in the tempe- 
rature stabilizing run (see 2.2) . 

(a) Field terminal connected directly to the output ter- 

minal. 

(b) The dynamo speed shall be increased slowly from 

zero until the output voltage attains 6.5, 13 or 26V 
as the case may be. The speed at which this 
voltage is attained is the hot cutting-in speed. 

(4) Hot output Current Check — The values of hot output 
current shall be not less than that specified by the manufac- 
turer when checked in the following manner : 

(a) Temperature of dynamo — stabilized temperature (see 

2 . 2 ) 

(b) Terminal voltage.— 6.7, 13.5 or 27V or 6 — . 12 — and 

24— volt machines, 

tc) Several readings of hot output current shall be taken 
at the above terminal voltage by varying the values 
of load resistance and dynamo speed. 


5. Dimensions 


3. Operational Life Tests 


Overall dimensions of the dynamo and armature shall be 
as per the design agreed to between the buyer and the seller. 

6. Endurance test 

The dynamos shall be able to withstand the endurance test 
given in the Appendix. 

7. General 

The dynamo and its parts shall be free from constructional 
defects 


APPENDIX 
(Clause 6) 

ENDURANCE TEST 


(1) Normal speed test — The dynamo shall complete the 
following test without failure and shall comply with the 
requirements of the hot cutting-in speed check and hot output 
current check on completion of the test. Brushes shall not 
have worn to their limiting lengths and their ilcxible con- 
nections shall not be visible in their working faces. The total 
eccentricity and maximum bar to bar variation of the com- 
mutator when measured on u track beyond that covered 
by the brushes shall not exceed the values specified for the 
machine in new condition : 


(a) 

Ambient temperature , 

40° C maximum 

(b) 

Dynamo output . 

2/3 rated current 

(c) 

Terminal voltage . 

6.7, 13.5 or 27V 

(d) 

Speed 

50 per cent of 
speed 

(e) 

Duration of test . 

500 hours 


maximum 


1. Genera) 

(1) All the following tests shall be carried out with the 
correct ventilating fan for the dynamo, unless specified other- 
wise by the manufacturer. 

(2) Belt drive shall be used in all tests other than those to 
determine output characteristics when a direct drive may be 
used. 

2. Out put Characteristics 

(1) Apparatus — The following apparatus arc required for 
this test. 

(i) Drive — variable speed, 400 to 12500 rev, /mm. 


(2) High speed test — The dynamo shall complete the fol- 
lowing test without failuie and the brushes shall not have 
worn to their limiting lengths. The total eccentricity and 
maximum bar to bar variation of the commutator when mea- 


sured on a track beyond that 
not exceed the values specified 
ditions : 

(a) Ambient temperature . 

(b) Dynamo output . 

(c) Terminal voltage , i 

(3) Speed 

(e) Duration of test . 


covered by the brushes shall 
for the machine in new con- 

40°C maximum 
rated current 
6.7, 13.5 or 27 V 
Maximum speed 
50 hours 


(ii) Meter* — Meters shall be provided for measurement of 
Speed, voltage and current. 


(3) Overapeed test — The dynamo which has completed the 
high speed lest shall be reassembled and fitted with new 
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brushes, if necessary. No failure shall occur and the com- 
mutator eccentricity and bar to bar inequality (after cooling 
to room temperature) shall not exceed the values specified 
for the machine in new condition when measured as in 
3.2 after completing the following test : 


(a) 

Condition bofore test 

, temperaturo stabilizing run 
(See 2 . 2) 

(b) 

Ambient temperature , 

40 'C maximum 

(0 

Dynamo output . 

rated current 

(d) 

Terminal voltage 

6.7, 13,5 or 27 V 

(e) 

Speed 

maximum speed + 10 per 
cent 

(0 

Duration 

one hour 


10, Specifications for Headlight Assembly 

1. Material 

(1) Lens — The lens shall be free from cracks, flaws and 
distortion. The lens shall be free from wrinkles and other 
defects which have an adverse effect on the lighting charac- 
teritics and appearance of the lens. 

(2) Body — The body of the headlight shall be protected 
cither by stove enamelling or by electroplating. 

(3) Reflector — They shall be bright finished by silver plating, 
nickel plating or coated with aluminimum by ‘Aluminium 
Vacuum Deposition’ process. The plated surface shall be 
uniform and free from plating defects. 

(4) Gasket — Gasket used to seal movable parts shall be 
so designed or attached that they should not hinder or in- 
terfere with the case of re-assembling in service when re- 
placing burnt out bulb. The material shall be water-proof 
and shall be free from cracks and other defects. 

(5) Retaining and Mounting Ring 

(i) Positive means shall be provided for holding the 

unit to the mounting ring. The fastening means 
shall be deemed adequate if it is able to with- 
stand and hold the light unit securely in its proper 
position at the end of 25 replacements, 

(ii) When the light unit is secured between the retain- 

ing ring and the mounting ring, it shall be held 
tight so that it will not rattle. 

(6) Connector — The voltage drop between the light unit 
contact and connector end of a 75 mm wire lead from the 
socket shall not exceed 40 milli-volts with 10 ampere load. 

(7) Lamps — The lamps used shall conform to the "Spe- 
cification for Automobile Lamps" recognised for the pur- 
pose. 

(8) Assembly— The assembly shall be satisfactory and dust- 
proof. 

2. Dimensions 

The dimensions of the various parts of the lights shall be 
as per the design agreed to between the foreign buyer and 
the seller. The tolerances on the various dimensions shall 
be such as to provide inter-changeable parts. 

3. Bulb Holder and Contact Points 

The bulb holder and the contact points for the bulb 
shall be free from rust, scale or any other harmful defects. 
The electrical conducting parts of the bulb holder shall be 
made from suitable material capable of withstanding the 
rated current and voltage as applicable to the bulb fitted 
in (he holder, without getting over heated. 

4, Painting 

The painted surfaces shall be uniform, hard, dry and 
adherent. A suitable test shall he carried out to check the 
adhesion of the paint, 

46 G of 1/72 — 12. 


5. General 

The various parts of head light shall be free from dents, 
deep drawing marks, scratches, cracks, burns and other manu- 
facturing defects. 

6. Tests 

(1) Electrical continuity — Each and every light shall be 
checked for its electrical continuity by fitting a suitable 
bulb and applying the rated voltage between the terminals 
of the holder. The blub shall glow properly under above 
conditions. 

(2) Plating test — All plated surfaces shall he subjected to 
the following test : 

Cut a piece of a plated article, hold it in a vice and 
apply a coarse file to the cut edge in such a man- 
ner as to raise the deposit. There shall be no 
separation between the coating and the base metal. 

(3) Vibration test — The test piece mounted on a suitable 
support shall be rigidly fixed on a suitable vibrating machine 
and subjected to a simple harmonic vibration with an ampli- 
tude of 1.5 mm and at a frequency between 30 to 50 c/s. 
for a period of one hour iu the direction of each of the 
three major axis of the light. At the end of this test, the 
test piece shall be examined and any unit showing evidence 
of material defects, lens or reflector rotation displacement 
or rupture of parts except filament lamp failure, shall be 
considered to have failed in the test. 

(4) Test for operation — All the lights shall be tested by 
fitting the bulb and applying the rated voltage to ensure 
satisfactory operation of the assembly. 

(5) Test for gaskets — The gaskets shall be tested as 

follows : 

A complete light unit shall be placed, lens down, in an 
oven at the temperature held at 115° rfc20°C 
for a period of one hour. After this test there 
shall be no evidence of discolouration or denosit 
on the reflecting surface. 

7. Photometric requirements 

The photometric requirements of the headlight assembly 
shall be either as per IS: 3563-1966 (or its latest version) or 
any other relevant national standard of a foreign country, 

11. Specification for Automobile Lamps (Bulbs) 

1. Dimensions 

The dimensions shall be as per Ihe design agreed to bet- 
ween the buyer and the seller. 

2. Solder 

The solder shall be so applied as not to interfere with 
proper engageinent of the cap in the holder and to ensure 
satisfactory electrical contact. 

3. Wattage 

The wattage shall be as per the agreement between the 
buyer and the seller subiect to a tolerance of il0% on 
the rated wattage. 

4. Efficiency 

The efficiency of the lamps in terms of lumens per watt 
after ageing for 15 minutes at the rated voltage, shall not 
be less than as specified in Tables 4, 5 and 6 for miniature 
lamps, medium lamps and headlight lamps of IS: 1606-1966. 

5. Torsion test for cap 

The cap shall be attached to the bulbs so strongly as to 
withstand the following torsional moment without any 
damage, 

(1) For single contact bulbs, the torsional moment shall 
be 2.5 kgf. cm. 
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(2) For double contact bulbs, the torsional moment shall 
be 11.5 kgf. cm. 

6, f ife — miniature lamps, medium lamps and headlight 

lamps (pre-fociissed lamps) 

The life of the bulb shall be ns per the number of hours 
mentioned under life test in Tables 4, 5 find 6 of IS: 1606- 
1966 The life test will be specified in number of horn's 
tested at the specified test voltages given in the above tables. 

7. General 

The bulbs shall be clear uncolourcd and free from detri- 
mental defects, 

12. Specification for Axle Shafts 

1. Material 

The axle shafts shall be manufactured from medium 
carbon steel or any suitable alloy steel. 

2. Hardness 

The hardness at the splined ends of the axle shafts shall 
be as follows : 

(1) For induction hardening — 371 BHN to 578 BHN. 

(2) For through hardening — 321 BIIN to 363 BHN. 

3. Dimensions 

Dimensions of the axle shafts shall be as per the design 
agreed between the foreign buyer and the seller subject to 
the following minimum tolerances: 

4. Tolerances 

(1) Tolerance on major diameter of the splined shaft shall 
be + 0.000 and — 0.025 mm. 

(2) Tolerance on minor diameter of the splined shaft 
shall be + 0.000 and — 0.038 mm. 

C3) Tolerance on width of spline shall be +0.000 and 
—0,250 mm. 

(4) General tolerance ± 0.25 mm. 

(5) Tolerance on overall length ± 1.25 mm. 

5. General 

The axle shafts shall be free from cracks, splits, pits and 
other harmful defects. 


should bo 50 per cent of the thickness of the lining For 
lining above 5 min thinekness, fhe countersinking should be 
2/3id of the thickness of lining, 

5. Oven test 

The lining shall not show any evidence of blistering, 
swelling or distortion when heated in an oven for 2 hours at 
200° C. The change in thickness shall not be more than 
0.25 mm. 

6. Wear Properties 

The manufacturer shall declare the wear properties of 
the particular quality of lining in terms of loss in volume 
per unit of work done (c.g. cm-/kwh or in-'/hp.h) 

7. Friction requirements 

The values of co-efficient of friction for different types of 
brake lining shall be as per the Table given beldw. 

TABLE 


Type of Brake Lining 

Class of Brake lining 

Co-efficient of 
friction 

Rigid moulded sets, or 
flexible moulded 

rolls or sets. 

Medium friction 

0.28 to 0.40 

Do. 

High friction 

0.36 to 0.45 

Rigid woven sets, or 
fllcxible woven rolls 
or sets. 

Medium friction 

0.33 to 0.43 

Do. 

High friction 

0.43 to 0.53 


8. Wear test and Wet Friction test 

The brake lining shall meet the requirements of wear 
test and wet friction test as laid down in IS: 2742-1964 or 
its latest version. 

9. General 

The finished brake lining shall be free from defects, such 
as, cracks, scorings, indentations, unevenness or other de- 
fects affecting its life and serviceability. The frictional 
characteristics of the lining shall be uniform throughout the 
life of the wearing portion. The lining shall have sufficient 
mechanical strength to permit it to be drilled and rivetted 
securely to brake shoes, so that it does not crack during 
rivetting operation or slip or crack during use. 


13. Specifications for Automotive Brake Lining 


14. Specification for Brake Drums 


1 . Material 


1. Material 


The material of the lining shall be asbestos fibre mixed 
with suitable fillers and bonding agents and shall satisfy 
the requirements given in the subsequent clauses. 

2. Dimensions 

The dimensions shall be us per the design agreed to bet- 
ween the foreign buyer and the seller subject to the tole- 
rances specified in Clause 3. 

3. Tolerances 

Upto and including 5 mm thickness, the tolerance on thick- 
ness shall be +0,00 mm and — 0.2 mm and tolerance on 
width shall be + 0 mm and —0.8 ram. For over 5 mm 
thickness, the tolerance on thickness shall be +0nrm and 

— 0.3 and tolerance on width shall be +0 mm and 

— 0.8 mm. 


(1) The material used for the brake drums shall be cast 
iron with a minimum tensile strength of 20 kgf/mm 2 for 
Tight and Medium Motor Vehicles. Brake drums for Heavy 
Motor Vehicles shall be of cast iron having a minimum 
tensile strength of 26 kgf/mm 2 . The classification of motor 
vehicles in Light, Medium and Heavy shall be as per the 
subsequent clauses. 


(2) ‘Heavy motor vehicle’ shall mean a transport vehicle 
or omnibus, the registered laden weight of which, or a 
motor car or tractor, the unladen weight of which, exceeds 
18,000 pounds avoirdupois. 


(3) ‘Light motor vehicle’ shall mean n transport vehicle 
or omnibus, the registered laden weight of which, or a 
cai °[ tractor, the unladen of which, does not exceed 
6,000 pounds avoirdupois. 


(4) ‘Medium motor vehicle’ shall mean motor 
other than a motor cycle, invalid carriage, light 
vehicle, heavy motor vehicle or road roller. 


vehicle 

motor 


4. Depth of countcrhore for rivets 


2, Dimensions 


Unless required otherwise by the foreign buyer, for the 
brake lining of less than 5 mm thickness, the countersinking 


Dimensions and other details shall be as per the desion 
agreed to between the buyer and the seller subject to the 
tolerance specified in Clause 3, 
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3. Tolerance 

(1) Tolerance on the inside diameter of the brake drum 
shall be ± 0,12 mm. 

(2) General tolerance shall be H 0.25 mm. 

4. General 

The castings shall be free from blow holes, porosity, 
cracks, cold shuts and other harmful defects. 

15. Specification for King Pins 

1. Material 

The king pins shall be manufactured from carbon steel 
or a suitable alloy steel which after heat treatment would 
have a minimum tensile strength of 86 kgf/mm-, 

2. Hardness 

(1) The hardness of the king pins shall not be less than 
5J Rockwell number on ‘C-Scalev 

(2) The case depth of hardness shall not be less than 1.00 

mm. 

3. Design and dimensions 

The dimensions of the king pins shall be as per the design 
agreed to between the foreign buyer and the seller subject 
to the tolerances specified in Clause 4. 

4. Tolerances 

(1) The tolerance on diameter shall be plus 0.000 mm 
and minus 0,025 mm. 

(2) The general tolerance shall be ± 0.25 mm. 


(d) 

On Ihickncss of leaves 



(i) Upto 1 cm thickness 

. J_0 , 18 mm 


(ii) from 1 . 1 cm upto 2.50 cm 

. HO. 30 mm 


(iii) from 2.51 cm and above 

. -_hb ■ 50 mm 

(o) 

On inside diameter of bushes . 

. +0.12 mm 

—0 . 00 mm 

(0 

On unbushed eyes 

. +0.00 mm 

—0.30 mm 

(g) 

On camber of leaves 

. H6 mm 

(h) 

On camber of the assembled leaves . 

. ±6 mm 


5. Parallelism of spring eyes — Eyes of (he main leaf shall 
be — 


(a) Parallel to each other, 

(b) Parallel to the surface of the spring seat, and 

(e) Square to the centre line of the main leaf within the 
following tolerances : 

For passenger car spring For commercial vchiclo 

spring 

2.5 mm in 500 mm H 5.0 mm in 500 mm 

6, The springs shall be satisfactorily withstand the follow- 

Ing tests ; 

(1) Test for load rate 

(i) For the purpose of this test, spring ends shall bo 
mounted in carriages with rollers. Che spring shall 
be supported on its end and the load applied 
downward at the scat. The loading block through 
which the load is applied shall be centred over the 
centre bolls. Centre clamps and shackles shall not 
be used. After applying the load on the spring 
seat, the following shall be recorded : 


5. Workmanship and finish 

The surface of the king pins shall have ‘ground finish’ 
and shall be free from burns, scratches, cuts or tool marks. 
The king pins shall be free from chucks, flaws and other 
manufacturing defects. 

6. Preservation 

The king pins shall be fully covered with rust preventive 
oil or grease suitable for the purpose, 

16. Specifications for Leaf Spring and its leaves 

1. Material 

Spring leaves shall be manufactured from EN 45 A steel. 


(a) Compression loads at 25 mm above and at 25 mm 

below the specified position. 

(b) Release loads at the above position, and 

fc) Average of the compression and release loads at 
each position. 

Half the difference of these two averages gives the rate. 

(The weight of the spring itself shall not be included in 
the specified load). 

(ii) The tolerances on the loaded and free heights spe- 
cified shall conform to the following limits : 


2. Hardness 

The assembled leaf springs shall have a hardness within 
388 to 461 BHN and in ease of export of individual leaves, 
the hardness shall be within 363 to 461 BHN, 

3. Dimensions 

Dimensions shall be as per the dcsigu agreed to between 
the foreign buyer and the seller subject to the tolerances 
specified in Clause 4. 

4. Tolerances : 


(a) 

On overall length . . , . 

. H3 mm 

(b) 

On individual leaves 

4-3 mm 

(e) 

On width ofleaves: 



(i) for 0 (o 6.25 cm 

+ 0 . 50 mm 
— 0 . 25 mm 


(ii) for 6.26 cm to 10 cm 

. + 0.90 mm 

— 0.25 mm 


(iii) for 10.10 cm lo 12.50 cm 

+ 1.60 mm 
—0,25 mm 


(iv) for 12.60 cm and above , 

. . +2.3 mm 

— 0.5 2mm 


Tolerance Tolerance on 

on Nominal Nominal Free 

Loaded Height Height 


For light duly springs, that 
is, below 450 kg per 25 
mm rate 

For heavy duty springs, that 
is, above 450 kg per 25 
mm rate 


±3 mm Hi 5 per cent of the 
deflection or H6 mm (which- 
ever is smaller), 

JTmm d;7.5 per cent of 
deflection or H6 nun (which- 
ever is greater). 


(2) Scrag Test 

Procedure — The assembled spring shall be placed on 
scragging machine and, except where otherwise 
specified, shall be deflected by an amount equal to 

L® 


900 x t 


Where 

L— length of main leaf in mm measured along the arc and 
1= thickness of the thickest leaf in mm. 



668 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 17, 1973/MAGHA 28, 1894 [Part II— 


Each spring shall be deflected three times in quick succes- 
sion, after which it shall show no permanent set. The de- 
flection shall be measured from the ‘free height'. The 
scragging machine used shall be the quick acting type ; 

7. General 

The flats shall be substantially straight and free from 
lateral kinks, waves, twists or other surface imperfections 
such as splits, flakes and pits which render them unsatis- 
factory for spring manufacturing purposes. 

17. Specification for Shackle Plus 

1. Hardness 

(1) The hardness of the shackle pins shall not be less than 
70.4 Rockwell Number on ‘A’ scale (equivalent of 40 Rock- 
well Number on ‘C’ Scale). 

(2) The case depth of hardness shall not be less than 

0.75 mm. 

2. Design and Dimensions 

The dimensions of the shackle pins shall be as per the 
design agreed to between the foreign buyer and the seller 
subject to the tolerances specified in Clause 3. 

3. Tolerances 

(1) The tolerance on length shall be — ± 0.50 mm. 

(2) The tolerance on diameter shall be plus 0.00 mm and 
minus 0.05 mm. 

(3) The general tolerance shall be ± 0.25 mm. 

4. Workmanship and finish 

The shackle pins should bo ground to have a smooth finish. 
The pins shall be free from cracks, pin marks and other 
manufacturing defects. The sharp edges shall be suitably 
chamfered or rounded off. 

5. Preservation 


4, Free height 

After compressing the spring to solid height and slowly 
decompressing, the freo height of the spring shall not exceed 
the specified value by more than 3 mm or 1.25 per cent 
whichever is less, nor shall it be less than the specified value 
by more than 1.5 mm or 5/8 per cent whichever is less. 

5. Uniformity of pitch 

The pitch of the coils shall be sufficiently uniform so that 
when the spring is compressed, unsupported laterally, to a 
height representing a deflection of 85 per cent of nominal 
total deflection, none of the coils shall be in contact with one 
another excepting the initial coil in the case of closed and 
springs. 

6 The springs shall be able to withstand the tests pres- 
cribed below, but they shall be compressed metal to 
metal before subjecting them to the following tests. 

(1) Load test — A load height measurement when made 
wither by measuring the load corresponding to a fixed height 
or by measuring height produced by a fixed load, shall 
comply with the tolerances on load and rate of helical 
springs as given below : 

No. of active colls Load tolerance Rate tolerance 

9 or less. .... ± 10 percent ±8 pcrc ent 

Over 9 .... ±8 percent ±6 per cent 

The load and deflection readings shall be taken while the 
load is being applied and not while it is being 
released. For the purpose of above test load shall 
mean the compressive force required to deflect the 
spring to the specified ‘Load’ height and ‘Rate’ 
shall mean half the difference between the load In 
kgs. measured 2 cm above and 2 cm below the 
specified load height, while the springs are under 
compression. 

(2) Scrag test — The spring shall be pressed to solid height 
3 times in succession. It snail then conform to the dimen- 
sional requirements specified in clauses 2, 3 and 4. 


The shackle pinns shall be fully covered with rust pre- 
ventive oil or grease suitable for the purpose. 

18. Specifications for Helical Spring for Automobile 
Suspension 


(3) Cramp test— The helical spring shall bo subjected to 
cramp test by holding it compressed to the minimum work- 
ing compressed height for a period of not less than 6 
hours. After this tests, it shall conform to the dimensional 
requirements of clauses 2, 3 and 4. 

7. Finish 


1. Material 

The springs shall be manufactured from spring steel 
having the following tensile strength. 

Size Tensile strength in 

\ kgf/mm s 

(a) Bars of 6 mm dia 110 to 155 

(b) Bars over 6 mm dia . . , , . 95 to 1 50 


The end bearing surfaces of the spring shall be ground 
to produce a flat bearing surface so as to ensure squareness 
of ends of the spring axis within a limit of 3 1 -’, 

8. General 

The bars for the manufacture of the spring as well as 
finished spring shall be free from surface cracks, rust, seam 
dccarburisation, piping and other defects, 

19. Specifications for Ammeters 


2. Dimensions 

Dimensions of the springs shall bo as per the design 
agreed to between the foreign buyer and the seller, subject 
to the tolerances specified in Clause 3. 

3. Tolerances 

Tolerances on the dimensions of the springs shall be as 
follows : 

(1) Inside coil dia. of the springs Tolerance 

(i) 75 mm or less ±1 mm 

(ii) above 75 mm ...... j_2 nun 

(2) Diameter of the spring wire or bar Tolerance 

(i) Below 10 mm dia or width . . . ±0,1 nun 

(ii) Above 10 mm dia or width. . . , ±0.2 nun 

(3) Tolerances on d, mwicr of centreless ground bars shall 
be ± 0.05 mm. 


1, Construction 

(1) The const! uction ol the instrument shall be mechani- 
cally sound, free from evident mechanical defects, suitable 
for its purpose, and such as to give reasonable assurance of 
permanence in mechanical, electrical and magnetic adjust- 
ments. 

(2) The instrument shall be contained in a suitable dust- 
light case of sufficient strength to afford adequate protection 
against injury when reasonably used and any accessory appa- 
ratus shall, if any, be suitably protected to ensure safety and 
permanence of the accuracy of indication. 

(3) A case purporting to be water-tight shall withstand 
complete immersion for one hour, under a 920 mm (or 3 
ft.) head of water, without penetration of moisture into the 

I ii tari r 


(4) A case purporting to be weather proof shall be 
constructed or protected that exposure to weather 
splashing of water shall not impair the operation of 
instrument. 


so 

or 

the 
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(5) The case shall be so constructed that usual variation 
in temperature and humidity under service conditions shall 
not affect the indications of the instrument beyond the 
limits permitted by this standard. 

(6) The case shall be insect-proof. 

(7) All reasonable precautions shall be taken in the de- 
sign and manufacture of instruments to prevent undue fog- 
ging of the instrument glass. No material whose properties 
are deleteriously affected by exposure to temperature and 
humidity, shall be used in rendering the glass or such other 
transparent material dust-proof, weather-proof or water-tight. 


4. Direction of Deflection 

(1) Unless otherwise required by the user, the direction 
of the deflection of the pointer of an instrument, other than 
a vertical edge-wise instrument, shall be from left to right 
with an incerasing positive quantity and when tho angular 
deflection is more than 180° the direction of deflection of 
the pointer shall be clock-wise with the zero and maximum 
points below the horizental centre line. 

(2) Unless otherwise required by the purchaser, the direc- 
tion of deflection of the pointer of a vertical edge-wise 1ns- 
tument shall be upwards w'ith an increasing positive quan- 
tity. 


2. Scale Plate and Marking 

(1) Scale Plate— The scale plate shall be of metal of white 
matt enamel finish, on which all markings and flgurings shall 
bo in black, unless specifically stated otherwise by the pur- 
chaser. 

(2) Width of Division— For all instruments provided with 
anti-parallax mirror, the width of a scale division within 
the effective range shall be not less than 0.8 mm (or 0.03 
in) measured along with bottom line of the scale. 

(3) Construction of Scales 

(i) Scale shall consist of long and/or medium and 

short scale marks. 

(ii) The scale divisions shall be consistent with the 

requlrment of 2(2). The medium scale mark shall 
be not less than 1.3 times nor more than 1.5 times 
the length of the short scale mark. The long scale 
mark shall be not less than 1.7 times nor more 
than 2 times the length of the short scale mark. 

(iii) Short scale mark shall, unless otherwise required bv 

the purchaser, be bounded by two lines running 
parallel to each other In the direction of the scale 
throughout its length. 

The thickness of the scale mark shall not differ notice- 
ably from the thickness of the pointer knife-edge. 

(4) Figuring 

(i) Scales shall in general be figured at suitable long or 

medium scale marks, but not at both, except that 
the scale-end marks may be figured irrespective of 
their lengths. 

(ii) The digits shall be of such shape as to minimize 

risk of different digits being confused with one an- 
other, and shall be so spaced as to render Indi- 
vidual groups clearly distinguishable from adjacent 
groups. 

3, Pointer 

(1) The pointer shall be light and rigid and so shaped 
as to lend itself to ease and accuracy of reading. 

(2) The pointer shall be insulated from the electric cir- 
cuit of the instrument unless the scale plate and stops are 
at substantially the sumc potential as the pointer and are 
insulated from the case. 


(3) In any instrument not provided with means for avoiding 
errors or reading due to parallax, the clearance between tho 
scale and the portion of the pointer which travarses it shall 
be not more than 1.5 mm (or 0.006 In.) or l/100th part of 
the length of the scale whichever is greater. 


(4) For instruments with platform scales, the length of a 
pointer other than knife-edge pointer shall be such that the 
tip extends over more than one third but not over more 
than two thirds of the length of the shortest scale-mark. 

(5) A knife-edge pointer shall extend over the whole 
length of the short scale-mark, but not appreciably beyond 


5. Terminals 

(1) When the direction of the current is Important, ffie 
polarity of the terminals shall be indelibly marked so as to 
indicate clearly the proper direction of the current through 
the instrument. 

(2) On the instruments intended for use on direct current, 
the lefthand or lower terminal, as seen from the front of 
the instrument, shall, unless otherwise required by the 
purchaser, be the positive terminal and shall be marked 
accordingly. 

(3) If on the ground of safety, or for any other reason, 
it is desirable to earth one terminal that terminal shall be 
marked ‘E’. 

6. Insultation Resistance test 

The insultation resistance between the terminals and the 
containing case, or other metal parts not intended to be 
insulated from the case when the instrument is in use, 
shall be not less thun 3 megohms. 

7. High voltage test 

(1) The instrument shall withstand the high-voltage test 
when a voltage of five times the rated voltage is applied. 

(2) Method of testing — The voltage shall be increased from 
a relatively low value to full test value as rapidly as is 
consistent with its magtitude being indicated by the mea- 
suring instrument. The full test value shall bo maintain- 
ed for one minute and then rapidly reduced to a relative- 
ly low value before being switched off. 

8. Accuracy test 

The error in indication of an ammeter when tested as 
per standard trade practice shall not exceed ± 5 per cent 

of the scale range, 

9. Damping test 

With current adjusted to three-fourths of the full-scale valuo 
in the case of permanent magnet moving coil instrument and 
10 per cent of the full scale value in all other cases, tho 
deflection of the pointer shall not exceed full scalo value 
when the current is suddenly applied. 

10. Vibration test 

The instrument shall be mounted on a rigid plate in the 
normal position and then bolted to the vibration table. The 
table shall execute a sinusoidal motion of amplitude of 
0.09 ±0.04 mm, the number of vibration per second being 
varied from 10 through 100 and back to 10 again in a period 
of 4 minutes. During this test, there shall be no resonant 
vibration of any parts of the instrument, of such amplitude 
as to result in damage to the instrument, In the comple- 
tion of one cyclo of vibration test, the instrument should 
be deemed to have passed this test if it passes the accura- 
cy test as per clause 8. 

1 1 . Overload test 

An overload test shall be carried out on the instrument if 
required by the purchaser, who shall also specify the degree 
of overload. 



670 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : FEBRUARY 17, 1973/MAGHA 28, 1894 [Part IT— 


20. Specifications for Automotive Hydraulic Shock Absorbers 

1. Material 

The material used for the fabrication of various parts 
shall be such as shall satisfy the requirements of the sub- 
sequent clauses. 

2. Dimensions 

The dimensions including the opening and closing dimen- 
sions of the shock absorber shall be as per the design agreed 
to between the foreign buyer and the seller. 

3. Visual inspection 

The finished product shall be free from dents, flaws, un- 
painted surfaces and other defects prejudicial to the assem- 
bly and operation of the shock absorbers. 

4. Painting 

The paint shall be uniform, hard dry and of proper 
adherence. A suitable test shall be carried out to check 
the adhesion of the paint. 

5. 011 

The oil used in the shock absorbers shall have the pro- 


perties given in the table 

below:- — 




Tahlc 


S. Character- 
No. istic 

For light 
Duty 

For Medium 
Duty 

For Heavy 
Duty 

1. Viscosity . 

fiaybolt vis- 

Sabyolt visco- 

Saybolt visco- 


cosily al 

sity at 100°F — 

sity at 100°F — 


100°E— 65 

11 8. 2 seconds 

294.3 seconds, 


to 67 sec- 

at average, at 

2J0°F— 150— 


onds, at 210 

2 10° F— 94 to 99 

— -155 seconds. 


F— 35.6 

seconds 

average. 

seconds. 


2. plash point 

335°F 

470°F 

425°F 

3. Pour point 

20°F Max 

25°F 

25°F Max 


6. The shock absorbers sball be able to withstand the fol- 
lowing tests satisfactorily t 


(1) Operation test. — The shock absorbers shall be tested 
with the help of a suitable apparatus capable of recording 
the dampening ability diagram for complete work cycle 
(compression and rebound) of the shock absorber. The dam- 
pening ability diagram shall be in accordance with the design 
diagram or the design figures specified by the foreign buyer. 
The operation of the shock absorber shall be smooth and 
steady. 

(2) Test for fuel resistance. — Immerse a portion of the 
painted surface of the shock absorber into gasoline at room 
temperature for 30 minutes. After this test, the painted 
layer shall not dissolve, wrinkle or develop blisters. 

7. General 

There shall not be any leakage of oil during the opera- 
ting conditions of the shock absorber. 

21. Specifications for Wiper Assembly Including Its arm and 

blade 

1. Material 


The wiper arm and support for the rubber blade shall 
be made from suitable quality of spring steel which shall 
ensure satisfactory performance during usage. 


2 The rubber clement of the wiper shall be capable of 
operating between 35° C and 29° C without any damage 
to it. 

3 Dimension 

The dimensions and shape of the wipers shall be as per 
the design agreed to between the foreign buyer and the 
seller. The design of the wiper shall be such ns is capable 
of attaining 45 cycles per minute without any damage to its 
parts. 

4. Durability 

The durability of the wiper assembly shall be declared by 
the seller and shall not be less than 1,500,000 cycles for the 
complete wiper and not less than 500,000 cycles for the 
blade clement made of rubber. The blade shall be free 
from warping after this test. 

5. Chemical resistance 

The rubber element of the wiper shall not be affected by 
50 per cent methyl or isopropyl alcohol when dipped in if 
for a period of five minutes. 

6. Painting and Plating 

(1) All the exposed metallic surfaces of the wipers shall 
be either stove enamelled or plated with nickel or chro- 
mium. The painted or plated surfaces shall be free from 
flaws. The thickness of plating shall be not less than 0.04 mm. 

(2) The plating shall be so adherent as to pass the fol- 
lowing test : 

Cut a piece off a plated article, hold it in a vice and 
apply a coarse file to the cut edge in such a manner 
as to raise the deposit. There shall be no sepa- 
ration between the coating and the base metal. 

(3) The painted surface shall be uniform, hard dry and 
adherent. A suitable test shall be carried out to check 
the adhesion of the paint. 

7. General 

The wiper assembly and its parts shall be free from manu- 
facturing defects. The workmanship and finish shall be as 
per the best trade practice. 
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44 ft 4T i; 45 <rt 47 *441 h 4 ft 1 | 

(4) ‘ftter nftl ft arMyw q^fft ftieir? 37 ft rt- 
ft *rte7 TiriV^rt 3777 ?W ft 1, (nft *m ft 
ftR4 tft it 4 ?t) Iftift 3747ftft ^ ftl 4, if g -4 
ft444l ftf appj^f 1 J rfV 2 ft- fqq qq t^t 44774 
ft Iftq irfTTWFT qft 1 ft 7RT ft 1 774(44 I'Nn f, 
774=74 'fatqfftq swq srfvrt^rr f 1 

3 . qqilftftf hnPR :— (i) IftaifV ft fqq arrcnfcrq qtl* 
qiftf 4 tetri; q^rf- ftiRrl 3rtV FTqmql qft ?-q 

Iftq^l 4 ? qqmj ^ w ^ Frowf 4 er *nw 1 4 
qw ?7Mir 4 frrftR trerI qr, F-rwU^ fcmf qft 
TTiTftf irrft ftf nrrftf, orqf^r t— 

l. qrq qft *rf TTTfnfV arft trre f^nvjm ■— 

(40 774/74 4ft 4Tft 4Tftf qTqfirqft/ftqRfrf 4 qqrwP 1 
3lf7 nfll ft ITC lift RlYqT7 taarf 4ft fftwftW 
qnft 571 4nr MiftV Mftftmr qwT aTfqqrlVr 
fqrq arnrft 1 

(®r) cftqrq tnVr «tt ft 774 iqW 1 ft rt 4 ft 

aim^rwraft 4 ft ftq^ qrft mft Tw/ft^erw tree 

Tnft ft wi qq qqq ft iftft Iftqft 3 4T4 ft qnr ft 

TER RE 477 RTTIRT ftft TTftt WVs 

JT^TWTif 4 fsrq qHrr qwr qftVa- RTrftftTVr 
wml 4 ft 4 ft TrWftra qrrft 4 IVq 

ftftriW 4 ft nqiff 4T 4R 4 ft qft TjnftWf/ 
ftyd4f! 4T 47 ft 4477snft ft ImN|»!!MI 

ft- 4T 4TRT Hi|I J RIWI 4T ’TCTSr-TTRT' ft ftrftVTT 

4 ft fft 7 ^ 747 / 4 <0 ftp 41 '3ii^ j n/qft anifft 1 

(jt) H“ftNrr ?4ni anft 4rft ftnV 7 7/'T7^' ft 
4’A''l 1 44 ft^T ?4>- ftl aftftftfTfTT- 3p^qn7 47 
arroriftT fftlT I 

(Ef) fftft^w/'iT7gr fftniftw anft ft 47^1 

^T4ftc47T 4 7 6 Tft^TT ^1T 3) cftfti ^ 4 ft J 1 4 

7TTftWf/7ftTR4ft 4ft RtftftT 47Tft ft 3ff7 3T7ft- 

fTr TTmftrft’ ft to ft ftftfTr 4 ft arrRft 1 

(¥) 3-7-47 ftftfft fftftwf ft 4T7 1 ft 44fe- adftftTT ?44- 
?wr T74 ft 74 ft 4Tftft I 

(2) jtfVnr fwi 

(47) *4TY4T7 4^4741 Mftftftr V4?4 4fu| 4 ft fftf*RT 
ftft4T3ft ft WftftftT f4T7T 3ffwfV7T fVq 

amfft 1 

(ST) 4^447 — Wftftftf ft 44T 3^44^44 llhf ft 
ft ft fft) 4747 </d M'fi < ul^qOTft nnfo 

fM 1 


(rr) fqfirftft ftt ftft 4T ft ftVpr R 544 'iftftnft ft 

7TWT44 4Tl 4T7ft ft 44f4r ariftftTsT 

?ft jTTftft I 

( 3 ) tor faftm ;— 

(4i) arfftftqrr 4ft UT7T 6 ft 3fftft 4RT7n4T4T W'^ftVT 
ft 3T477T7 3r4Tq 4ft 4774 ft fft? M^rlftt 4ft 744 
^rqft 44f4T 4774 T^TTft 4T f4rft 3TR 74T4 
47 fatrm ftft 4774 7^44T3rt ft 4^4 ftftt I 

(74) 4774/^ftt^W ft fftq R^ft 47T ft^T faftl 3ft4- 

?w Ton 3t*-qS| | J| 47 3n7TTT7 7T 4N1T I 

(4) 4^ irft ft 4Tft ft- 44f4r 

arftTTT^T '=44?W4 44 ft 77ft 4Tftft I 

(4) ftTT^T 44444 :— 

(4) M^rfftl f4TTT JTiftftt TWaft ft ftfRETT 4414 ft 

4747^ 4ft r^T 4Tft ft TtPI wftftftlV 3 t1V 

4f47T ‘Nttr 4IR4 I 

(74) 37qR ft 5(7 4 T r nr r ft ^714 3^7 3rf44T4 ft 4^44, 

4ftrr ft 1 , 3rWf 471 ft ftfftrt^Tr fqrqr ^ttrh t 

(5) fttftqi fctWT :— 

q^fttT 344G ft ftfftR ft ?H') ^4" ft \3 4 1 4 ift 

4W4 tRftmrt qft 477 4nrft 4ft gte ft 
WftftV aifwTftrar ffti? arrftft 37^ Tr^fr ft 

hr4ifi47r T44 snrfft 1 

(2) ^47^4 :— ft f473 srPTTtRT jft?7-47^ ft 

37fftrtw 477P, TftTREft 3lf7 4W7ft 47 'hr7ft^TW 47! ft^rft 
4t ifc? ft ?4<nf-4d 1 iV4T 47R4 ‘(ft RTrfw fttftft ^ftftw 

«l < -HM 1 47 774747444 744" ft 7T4^7T" fftTJ 47J ft 11 

3TtV fft 4fe7-47ft? ft 37f7rt7W q#, ftftRE 37^7 RT4TO4- gir 
44t374- ft fftT) 4T744T4I4T WftftVf ft 37^744 ft 41 I 

4. Wfynr ftt 4^41 :— (1) yfvf-Ttltl' 4f 

4T7T 7 ft afftftr 4T-4744Fcl 3lf44TTorY ft 1 ft ?ft7ft ^W, «fft 
Teff744 744 7p 4?7744T ftq7 37^7 nftft 4JI744T ft 7774" ftftt 

4fw ftaftn fq; 4te7-5Tift? ft 3ifd?7«Ki qpftft, ft ' -jc ’ -e- 1 ariV 

RTTTTWf 44 47W fft44 3 ft affttF f4fft^ fftftwf ft 
371^7777 447f?rftf ?44744 Jlft Tfft 174,44 qrcft M7rWft 
! Nr4T 44T f, 47 ^«fT4T 34 TlfT ft 1 3^7 47*W f4" 44t374" 

ft ?ft4 4774474747 ftt 3114^44-41371' ft 3T4744 

ft 1 1 

(2) ‘rftTfiwTrf 47Vr 47 44 44414 IV? 37^ 14 7 »i 

ft ft iftl7 I 

(3) 44-f444 (1) ft arftftr 47ft4 4WF4 37^7 ftw 
T=i - h fniorft^H -ii « e< d^rf ft 4^4447 ft 47Vr ft ftft 34 ft ft 
q[ft 7 fft4" ft ar^fr 3t^^- < ui ft qqirfftq 4 ft q^ftftt 1 

4. 44^444 (1) ft 37>iN- 7717447 sftV ftw ftl TTTfftT 47, 
aftwc-rr, 48 gftl ft ftftrr ftir 77474-44 nft 4><^n 1ft 
47V4 44i?'Hft ?h4mui 3rfV fftrVir ft fti^RT 4ft qqr 
4-T74 f 37f7 t47Tf4 ftR ft 1 7(7-45 3T§T arlftlTW 44 ?4T 
77447 7447474 4ftft 1^4 ft 1 , W T? 48 ftll 4ft 444 374ftT 
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^ #17 l&TT TORTT-TOTO ^ TO# TOTOT7 TO7 #T #7 
TO"7A Ay toi< ,J i 1 ^ TTRT-TTRT -TO df TOt T# 3 tok # 

7£TTO ^Vrr I 

5. W^TIT TOT 7RRT :— fR AnTT 4 3T»JA A 7 VT 

to# AArAt 4 rAtr to? AttArt Amt antRTT i 

c. AtApr 'At trA tot# 4 RA-roArr A:toi^to 
r^tto M At 100 71 4 4 4 Ar 20 A to^ T7 tP toA sm 
A wf 4 arerA f^rAtw toA 4 itto jrfww toP AnA- 

TOTf Wl'fF 7TRW TO^P 3IU 'f) 1 

7. aAA :— (dAtt 4 ^ rfw (4) 4 anfA A# 

TRET-TOT "Fit *11/] TO 7"^ 7T TO A 1 ?* < U| 4 IRTOT7 ^ qi< 1 mAa 
TO# *rAt, TtA ^ ?Wt7 # #P TTE^RIT 4t TOlAr TOP 
10 At to' At?, to?AA irrw ^tttt stt rAtt 4 A, 1 
At/ttt 3 Airf tP Arofntf 4 Art toP aAA 

TO7 tArT I 

(2 ) Atst to“P irnp^fr 1 3 lAfP I 

(3) rVPI arfA TO7 m ,- i <T TOT AAVTTO arfwR tAii 1 

(4) affA TOT, tA TOtA 4 15 f#T 4 Ar, AtosTTT 
An ally J I f I 

3T*p^-l 

Atr 2 (T) 44m 

1 . Asm At 1 

2 . 3rtAt #rtP toP Ap 7 sAdA arfV AtoAto (rruttr) 

TOIFT I 

3. TRpTOpP TrTTTOT (TORpAe IT 7T3), A# 7TRT T# RS #7 

qptrR Ipk I 

4. RTOTOT AiVrT #RT 3RT: (<APto?RT) TOW I 

5. -Hit ; < ■mi^i t(i*f (TORRT TOTOK arf7 qi<q-<-q< q qi k) I 

6. WERT 3#"^ (#0*1 TO TOTTW) I 

7. *-z\ci — -Hie: i #7 T7TTOT ■3h 4 P'r ( (^Atf 24 q A A 

OT. (A. TpT.) TER ) I 

8. W^A'i TOERT I 

9. tl ia TR # TiW# SeA tAA? A qPfcs # tA A I 

10. 3|T( A TTRTORT I 

11. FfeRTT^t At (TOWD I 

12. IT? i 

13. snArHAr A RffAr 1 

14 . A stt 1 

15 . Art At i 

10 . At Art At 'TtA At 1 

17 . jjAtt At 1 

18. jtArtt^ At-t 4 A? Art 1 

19. AA T 1 

20. anyAAr ^RnArr irqTTr-aRPTit A 1 

21' TT?q7 tArt W arArr aA *A 4* 1 

77A-2 

Trw 2 W) ^Ttt7 

1. Agy , Ar^r Ar. uAW 1 


2. 4 A jut? 1 

3. 1 

4. rm-aA 1 

5. w A A, yy^s r qT?r ^TlVy At, 'rie’T ttts. 

^^T-TTS I 

6. AA»ct te, AAnrr i 

7. AAnrr 4 ?7t^ i 

8. trttrt, T?ry ^rt As, *wi AAt, ttrt A 

qrry Art, wq tAt i 

9. Tfr (yrro-), 3 ttAtt 53 r, Aar i^ertU, cppq- ^rVA , 

■^rw tot, Atsw trirtto (toAt) wryTtmT 

(Tmir), prr in? A rt 'rto cpmmr A ^tnr apm 

?Ar (AArt) trt 4 Aq Af A ■qnq ^y ttA?t 

to# (yAronf) 1 

10. TO^ A RM TRTiPT -3lA ^7# AtF 57 #gpfg I 

11. ?Ar tort, Arro # tort, tIw A tost Autt, sA-i 

Aftt Attrt #7 I 

12. anro tort AroA anrnfrr ttA <# 1 

13. qipT-F# (AiMsro), At #, #pt At, totor# 
(»rtWA) 1 

14. W-R# TOTT^r #T ^T5 ^ Ar <ATO 1 

15 . Aurt, RTT37 AAwr, Atot AAtott, yyA <# 
#7 R7TTO7T As, «[A Art i 

10. TOlAVero TRT3RT #7 ?tA #rA l 

17. v1Ws7 #7 TrA #7 I 

18. Arorro #7 3 toA ># I 

19. TST# rA? #7 tRRAt <1? A? toAt 1# #7 A# I 

20 . ?Rf Af, ?Rf TORTTOR #7 IfA IPsAs I 

21. TOfarr #RS I 

22 toAtot Artrtb I 

23. rAr t#-T0 , 5 I 

24. #trtA arffT: #7 siA q# 1 

25 . totVto At (srrAw #) 1 

26. TOT 1 

27. an# aA At# Art 4 At? #*tt toAA, toAtt i 

28 TRTTT-aRRtMf ftA I 

29. toA TOTfr S|5 Ar^ nrf TOR, AA, >fAA Tft 

#TOHIW TORT AAUT7 R77RT AiS I 

30 . tAAt rtt7 to! toA 4 Arq Arm, Atttt Ato, 

TORT AtT ailV ^TOTO TORT I 

31. aRTRfr q# TOT TIT S^rg An, #1 AtTO fW. AA 

At rtrtt As i 

32. TOATT At 3ftV Aw 7TRRRT I 

33. w TOAA arfr \ic RI TO 1 

34. fTO? RTTTO I 

35. TWTTOTO aA I 

36. ifAr (Aw) 1 

37. 7# TTTOT7 4 RItAs 1 

38. 7# TTOT7 4 tA-tAt I 

39. 7# TOTOT7 ^ •PtoAt I 

40. 7# RTOT7 4 AaR I 

41. 7# RTOT7 W75 3TP7 TT? %AlR I 

42. TTift JTTOT7 ^ TO7TR7, TvA TOA, #TT, 'A, TOS # 
TOTO7 I 
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vJTivm 

(fim 3 ifwii) 

v torto 


TTTTWTTt 


TTO fat ^ Tfa fPJTl TOTT 

TTO TTTOT 

Tfo 




i. TOnft .... 

f¥ SnfRR f>m TTOTTTTTO 

4?To WT» fao (t^*Eft) 4t 

Tc^TT 4lTn 


totok ftrfrrftr 

WTOTfTO TTfaf Tfo 


2. 4T|faf TTfjfTf fan 10 




(<E) T#W . 

T*flW 


— 

(v) TOT 

T«ftW 

TTtTOi>'WT»fao TT mSTffa TTtfar 

'dCNI'^'l *PT 



4o 


3. Tnfaif) irffaMror (yur) 

TOlT^ 

spitfi 

— 

4. irrrf 

TTtTT 

srr?v 

— 

s. urof 4ft *Mt 




mpgroffr wftwtot 

T'ffKT 

l 4° 

TrfTPT TOfat ^ *TOfaT fafaffaT 




T? 

e. tto ttttt fat tt $tT fat 

TTlTfl 

3 tfo 

iR44f ^ TTT (tt4 ) 

TStTOT 




7, 




(fr) witto 

Wlw 

J tfo 

TOTH VT 

(<sr) Ttarf 

TTlV! 

1 4« 

TTfart 

s. (v) fatjrr flro Tfafaro (far^ 

T*f(TT 

sr^r 


j»rt fat) 




(«r) totoVat tto (fa^r jjfT 

TOl^T 

3 4 0 

sfafa W 

% fat 




9- (v) *ffl <. *,nT x#TJ %" Rm) 

TTtTT 

3 tfo 

ht4tt tr 

(w) ^IMJTHTTT TTO (TTf 5^1 4r 

JRfMrr 

1 tfo 

jfam 

fat 




1 0. TTTT3 % fftl^ 

TT snfTJTO % ftlTT TTOTTOTO 

3 4o 

srcifa*T 

wPrt 

TTOW fTfTOIT 



1 1. yf 4h 441 fat farf)IW«li TflWT 

TTT TTYTO % fat TTOraTSTTO 

i 4o 

wto WTO fao TT wrerffa 

<1151 Tiff 4t wtttw ?t 

fqRl?VI 


irfar #o 

la. ftfar 




*(<p) 

T«fWr 

sfafa 

— 

**(v) fET TTO 

TTfar 

mc*3^ 

T?4t 'faTT 

(t) TlfaT TTO 


i 4- 

TTtW 

(t) TO ^RT TTO 

«rrtw 

1 tfo 

ff JTrtS'T 


to? tT PhPnsi fart Jii^ir bV w’nr ?far i 

4ft ?TT TOT fa ify TTTfa T? f-THfafan $T tf JET TOT, TW TTT TjfR TOT TfT 4fa; 

(i) fFT to jtt *to 37 fa° tt° tot fWfanr ?TO : — 

Wnr 4?r t* tr: Vtfr to? tt, t* m to?T fro Tffa tt 4Tt t* wrt TOfa *M fatft wifa tt ft? 4Wr ?ft 3 Ht< 

*r farm 4111^11 i 

(ii) Trfar tto (son faoTfo % toc nr faifam ^tt): — 

4%^ V\ 3*fat TOXt TT ft5T *frfa JTf IJT fft 6 4fcT TO? tftr 6 4faT tft$ HT 12 4trT %TOT tT fwr 4 $f TtTT TO?TT I 

(iii) qjt{r<r tto — 7^ 4ft irartTro tototet to(t ^ w 'g^TT 4 Tfa faro tot wttt tot tottt i 

fa° eo( 64)/iowrf.f.4Vo/ 68 ] 
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S.O. 459. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
17 of the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act. 
1963 (22 of 1963), and in supersession of the notifications 
of the Government of India in the late Ministry of Com- 
merce, Nos. S.O. 3225, 3226 find 3227, dated the 8th Sep- 
tember, 1967, the Central Govemmnt hereby makes the 
following rules, namely: — 

1. Short title and commencement. — (1) These rules may 
be called the Export of Automobile Spares, Components and 
Accessories (Quality Control and Inspection) Rules, 1973. 

(2) They shall come into force on the 17th March, 1973, 

2. Definitions. — Tn these rules, unless the context otherwise 
requires — 

(a) ‘Act’ means the Export (Quality Control and Ins- 

pection) Act, 1963 (22 of 1963). 

(b) ‘Agency’ means any one of the Export Inspection 

Agencies, established at Bombay, Calcutta, Cochin 
Delhi and Madras under section 7 of the Act. 

(c) ‘automobile’ means any self propelled two, three or 

more wheeled, single or multi axled vehicle. 

(d) ‘automobile spares, components and accessories’ 

means the manufactured products used in auto- 
mobile and trailers (whether attached to the vehi- 
cle or not) including that used as a replacement 
part for the original product, given in the Schedules 
1 and IT to these rules. 

3. Quality control.— (I) The quality of the automobile 
spares, components and accessories intended for export shall 
be ensured by effecting the following controls at different 
stages of manufacture together with the levels of control 
as given in the Annexure to these rules, namely: — 

(i) Bought out materials and componets control : — ■ 

(a) Purchase specifications shall be laid down by the 

manufacturcre in corporating the properties of the 
materials/components to be used and the detailed 
dimensions thereof with tolerances. 

(b) The accepted consignments shall be either accom- 

panied by suppliers’ test /inspection certificates cor- 
roborating the requirements of the purchase speci- 
fications, in which case occasional checks at least 
once in three months shall be conducted by the 
purchaser lor a particular supplier to verify the 
correctness of the aforesaid test/inspection certifi- 
cates, or the purchased mfrtcrials/eomponents shall 
be regularly inspected /tested either in a laboratory 
within the factory or in an outside laboratory or 
test house. 

(c) The sampling for inspection/test to be carried shall 

be based on u recorded investigation. 

(d) After the inspection/tcst is carried out systematic 

method shall be adopted in segregating the accep- 
ted or rejected materials/components and in dis- 
posal of rejected materials/components. 

(e) Adequate records in respect of the above mentioned 

controls shall be maintained systematically. 

(ii) Process control: — 

(a) Detailed process specifications shnll be laid down 
by the manufacturer for different processes of manu- 
facture. 


(b) Equipment/instrumentation facilities shall be 

adequate to control the processes as laid down in 
the process specifications. 

(c) Adequate records shall be maintained to ensure the 

verification of the controls exercised during the 
process of manufacture. 

(iii) Product control : 

(a) The manufacturer shall have his own adequate 

testing facilities or shall have access to such testing 
facilities existing elsewhere to test the product as 
per specifications recognised under section 6 of the 
Act. 

(b) Sampling for test /inspection shall be based on ft re- 

corded investigation. 

(c) Adequate records in respect of test/inspection car- 

ried out shall be maintained systematically. 

(iv) Preservation control: — 

(a) A detailed specification shall be laid down by the 
manufacturer to safeguard the product from ad- 
veerse effect of weather conditions. 

f b) The product shall be well prserved both during 
storage and during transit. 

(v) Packing control; — 

Packing specification shall be laid down with a view to 
satisfy the controls mentioned in the Annexure to 
these rules for packing the aforesaid product and 
shall be rigidly implemented. 

(2) Inspection — The inspection of automobile spares, com- 
ponents and accessories intended fore export shall be carried 
out with a view to seeing that the above mentioned controls 
have been exercised at the relevant levels satisfactorily and 
that Ihe automobile spares, components and accessories con- 
form to the stanard specifications recognised for the purpose. 

4 Procedure of Inspection. — (1) The exporter shall give 
intimation in writing to any one of the Agencies recognised 
under section 7 of the Act and submit alongwith such inti- 
mation a declaration that the consignment of the automobile 
spares, components and accessories has been or is being manu- 
factured by exercising quality control measures as per controls 
referred to under rule 3 and that the consignment conforms 
to the requirements of the specifications recognised for the 
purpose, 

(2) The exporter shall also furnish to the Agency the 
identification marks applied on the consignment. 

(3) Every intimation and declaration under sub-rule (1) 
shall reach the ofiicc of (he Agency not less than 7 days 
prior to the despatch of the consignment from the manu- 
facturers/exporters premises. 

(4) On receipt of the intimation and declaration under 
sub-rule (1), the agency shall, within 48 hours issue a certi- 
ficate that the consignment satisfies the conditions relating 
to quality control and inspection and is export-worthy. 
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Provided that where the agency is not so satisfied it shall 
within the said period of 48 hours refuse to issue such cer- 
tificate and communicate such refusal to the exporter alonjj- 
wilh the reasons therefor. 

5. Place of inspection. — Inspection under these rules shall 
be carried out at the premises of the manufacturer only. 

6 . Inspection Fee. — Subject to a minimum of Rs. 20 (Rupees 
twenty) a fee at the rate of 20 (twenty) paise for every 
hundred rupees of F.O.B. value of each such consignment 
shall be paid by the exporter to the fnspection Agency as 
inspection fee under these rules. 

7. Appeal. — (1) Any person aggrieved by the refusal of 
the Agency to issue a certificate under sub-rule (4) of rule 
4 may, within 10 days of the receipt of the communication 
of such refusal by him, prefer an appeal to a panel of ex- 
perts consisting of not less than three persons, appointed 
for the purpose by the Central Government. 

(2) The quorum for the panel shall be three. 

(3) The decision of the panel on such appeal shall be 
final, 

(4) The appeal shall be disposed of within 15 days of its 
receipt. 


SCHEDULE— 1 
[See rule 2(d)] 

1. Piston pin 

2. Inlet and exhaust valves for internal combustion en- 
gines 

3. Connecting rod including its nuts and bolls 

4. Single cylinder fuel injection pump 

5. Automobile electric horn (vibrating type and wind 
tone type) 

6. Ignition coil 

7. Starter motor and its armature (upto 24 volts D.C. 
only) 

8. Sparking plug 

9 . Automobile dynamo, its armature and field coils 

10. Headlight assembly 

11. Automobile lamp (bulb) 

12. Axle shaft 

13. Automotive brake lining 

14. Brake drum 

1 5. King pin 

16. Leaf spring and its leaves 

17. Shackle pin 

18. Helical spring for automobile suspension 

19. Ammeter 

20. Automotive hydraulic shock absorber 

21. Wiper assembly including its arm and blade. 
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SCHEDULE— II 
[See rule 2(d)l 

1. Piston, Piston rings. Circlips 

2. Crankshaft 

3. Camhhaft 

4. Rocker-arm 

5. Valve springs. Valve guides, Valve locking pins, Valve 
Seat, Valve Push rod 

6. Cylinder head, Cylinder block 

7. Liners for cylinder 

8. Clutch assembly, Clutch pressure plate, Clutch facing. 
Clutch disc, Clutch spring, Clutch levers 

9. Nozzles, Atomizer, Filter elements, Pump elements. 
Suction valve, Delivery value, Governor diaphragm, 
Hand priming pump diaphragm and Pipes with nuts & 
nipples for f uel injection pump 

10. Air Filter assembly and its filter elements 

11. Fuel pump, Lubricating oil pump, Oil filter assem- 
bly, Fuel filter assembly and their parts. 

12. Water pump including its parts 

13. Speedometer, Oil pressure gauge, Fuel gauge, iner- 
momelers 

14. Cables for Speedometer, Clutch and Brake. 

15. Brake assembly, Master Cylinder, Wheel cylinder, 
their parts and repair kits, Brake springs, 

16. Carburettor assembly and its components. 

17. Radiator and its core 

18. Distributor and its parts 

19. Carbon brushes and Springs for Starter Motor and 
Dynamo 

20. Horn relay, Horn diaphragm & Horn contact 

21. Flasher units 

22. Voltage regulator 

23. Propeller shaft 

24. Universal joint and its parts 

25. Transmission chains 

26. Hubs 

27. Hanger brackets, Shackles for front & rear spring 

28. Shock absorber link 

29. Leather washer, Springs, Packings & Connections and 
Cylinder repair kit for Brake Booster 

30. Piston, Piston rings. Valve disc and Suction value cap 
for Booster compressor type 

31. Front axle tie rod ends, Drag link ends, King pin 
repair kit 

32. Wheel rim and disc assembly 

33.. Throttle control and Throttle control tube 

34. Door locks 

35. Lifting jacks 

36. Grease nipples 

37. AU types of gaskets 

38. All types of oil seals 

39. All types of bearings 

40. All types of gears 

41. All types of metal & rubber bushings 

42. All types of fasteners i.e., bolts, studs, screws, nuts 
and washers. 
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Annexurb 




(See rule 3) 




Levels of Control 



SI. No. Requirements 

Reference 

No. of samples to be tes- 
ted 

Lot size 

1. Material 

Standard specifi- 
cation recog- 
nised for the 

Adequate No. based on 
SQC 

Each consignment. 


purpose 



2. Dimensions with tolerances 




(a) Critical 

Do. 

Each No. 


(b) Other 

Do. 

Adequate 
based on SQC 

Each batch of production 

3. Workmanship & Finish (visual) .... 

Do. 

Each 


4. Casting defects 

Do. 

Each 


5. Qrade/metallurgical requirements of casting . 

Do. 

1 No. 

Items manufactured under 
identical conditions 

6. Hardness for heat troated parts .... 

Do. 

3 Nos. 

Each charge from each oven 

7. Electroplating: 




(a) Adhesion 

Do. 

1 No. 

Each batch’s production. 

(b) Thickness 

Do. 

1 No. 

Do. 

8. (a) Insulation resistance | , , . • , 

' . IT . , . . V for electrical parts 

(b) High voltage test j 

Do. 

Each 

... 

9. (a) Shore hardness 3 

L for rubber parts 
(b) Ageing test j 

Do. 

Do. 

3 Nos. 

3 Nos. 

Each batch 

Do- 

10. Adhesion strength for rubber bonded parts. . 

Do. 

1 No. 

Do. 

11. Functional test for complete assemblies wherever 
required. 

Do. 

3 Nos. 

1 No. 

Adequate No. based on 

SQC 

12. Packing 




•(a) Appearance ....... 

Do. 

Each 


♦*(b) Drop test 

Do. 

1 No. 

Each consignment 

(o> Rolling Test 

Do. 

1 No. 

Do. 

(d) Water spraying test 

Do. 

1 No. 

Each design. 


* The package shall bo well finished and have a good appearance. 

**The inner contents of the package shall bo so packed as to withstand Drop test, Rolling test and Water Spraying test as given below. 

(i) Drop tost (to be restricted to head load upto 37 Kg.) — The package to be dropped from a height of one metre once on the largest 
flat surface, once on the longest edge and once on any corner of its own. 

(ii) Rolling test (to be restricted upto a weight of 500 Kg.) — The package to be subjected to rolling on its sides either 6 metres for- 
ward and 6 metres backward or 12 metres in one direction only. 

(iii) Water Spraying test — The package to bo allowed to be exposed against a water spray equivalent to a normal sudden mon- 
soon shower for flvo minutes. 


[No. <50(64)/EI & EP/68] 
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write 

99o mo 4 80- — UTF TRTR 4V 9^ TFT ^ 14 Piafd 

(■WTftrft: faster tfk faNkrt) arfirtwr, 1963 ( 1963 TT 22) 4 V 
ffrtr 0 ffRT 5f«T Wfakf TT 9%V9 9 kV 5 ^, mTcT <I»K % 

l^-rk 41 f''T 4V H v9-{f rl^rT h'64\ 0 -hit) % T9 ifiscl 

4k frchT^r % Tkf%9 Rfa^FT 4° 990 wt° 771 , ?tto e 

91%, 196 5 4, M | <0 99997 % (nhlu *4 1 H I *, 4 f%993T 4 fvH{ 4) ^ 

fTPrft'J fVk 4 44161=1 rttett 4k 944k % 

4k 99: 4RjfYir TR9T7 4 ^9% tT<r 414 f%f%fW 5TFTT9 
J[ imr =37f Prtrfar (frrftkV uk ftfVwT) Per, 

1964 4 f%99, 1 1 4 "SR-fim ( 2) rm fWT tklSTT fWV- 
W9 TpE3r9f 4V «RT fttj ?l 

mi: *w, ttt 34-Pm 4 mrTnvr 4, folk htttt, stt 
wrakf TV 33 # ttutstt: snrrfVff fk tt% an stokt 4V tr- 
wkV 4 tTfr^arcr smf4r TcrfV $ i 

2 . n^rro fl^nT *fV mtfV $ f4 393 9>rr % tt 4 4 4r$ 
ot49 ut : 5»mr 49% 4V 9tBT ttt tw W’S *rrf4r ir 
pf ti^H i' 4 rwwr 4 arrurT 4V trrfkr 4 vtor f%9 4 4ter f%9fa 
flktom 9fknj 'tf# f» %»it, 14/1 4V, trarcr ^Vc (Vffikt 
*l(4n ) , THTTT- 1 4V 4>9 7t49T I 

WITH 

TOKwu 4 <1^ "nkRir Wawu 4V wfa^rr %o 
tt» rt» 771 iTrfta 0 91 %, 1963 4 f%Rl4rf9R T9 4 44V- 
m fW 90*91, mrfq; :- 

399 rEt^rt 4 39R9T %, (t) srtftkR tern to 4V (4Nf 
4 ftp? f%f%?nr 4V4 t 4 41% ift 4V % (R % 4k 99% %4f%9 
t^rr wkw % 4W<^ f%Rf4(%RT 9rc-fk9'9 affyi aruFE, :- 

"ft°rrr-( i) trufrfmr RkV % tpf 4k 9%f >^?V 7$<fV Fsr 
97 %9Vf%9 97% 9T% TT 4k % Hlu, 3TTTT TT 010 

twr utr, 4hfr tt jr, imr ntp mfki 4V >k i[14! i 
4 Vct sr4Vf%ir (it 0 4V« ?») 4V >rit % 
4vf T%f WTTFT 4 WRT T8fV Tin4f I 
T9- % 4k T%f W9T% 4 fVR I^T W^TfRl 41% ftllT 
*kT t ■ 

tnf (XY) <TT w (FS) 4V4 1 (PD) 2 ^ ( aA) 

03 (03) 

^ ^11 nvr,rn % ;- 

<VW Tit (XY)-3RT%T 4R% Tl% TT 4k TFT, 

tt’tt (FS)-5i4VfiR 4k, 

4V 4V (PD)-^rrT tt rnn ?wr tf yTi|T.ui % tt 41% 
fTl TFTT p0TT-Tf)fT STTH 4V ^f%TT TTTTT | 

2-4TTSFT TT T% TFTT 4TT OTilW % Tf 19 72 

t 4 4V ^f%T TT7TT ^ I 


(ii) PrRfM4n 449 (t) wt % srirn: trt (») «r% 

% TTTTT 4 jt4r fkr th( j 7 :— 


(t) >31911 TT BTTT 


449 

& 


(WL) 

ftT-Tftrr 

trT-tpr 

(HL) 

^ d V'fWl'T^ 

jfVrrtfi 

(BF) 

4V4V jf tut 

<fhfv 

(PD) 

4HV TT9T f47T TV J^tV 


(PUD) 

9mf ft TT9T 4r4r 

4r<fV 

(CP) 

4)4r jt, trt 94if }< 

>^414 

(PDC) 

(w) 9>!t 


449 

T9TfV 


tf (A) 

9R9TV 


-ft (B) 

mV 


4V (C) 

4hr 


4r (D) 



t(B) 

TT 


TF (F) 

TJRTf 


4V (G) 



<k(H) 

rtTd»4< 


4(J) 



4(K) 

99*99 


iw (L) 

finmiT 


HR (M) 


[ 4 o 0 ( 2 )/ 71 -f%o Tm ko Tfo] 


ORDER 


S.O. 460 . — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion, 
that in exercise of the powers conferred by section 6 of 
the Export (Quality Control and Inspection) Act, 1963 
(22 of 1963), it is necessary and expedient to amend the 
notification of the Government of India in the late Ministry 
of Commerce No. S.O. 771, dated the 6th March, 1965 , 
relating to Quality Control and Inspection of fish and fish 
products, in the manner specified below for the development 
of the export trade of India. 


And whereas the Central Government has formulated the 
proposals specified below for the said purpose and has for- 
warded the same to the Export inspection Council, as requi- 
red by sub-rule (2) of rule 11 of the Export (Quality Control 
and Inspection) Rules, 1964 ; 


Now, therefore, in pursuance of the said sub-rule, the 
Central Government hereby publishes the said proposals for 
the information of the public likely to be affected thereby. 


2. Notice is hereby given that any person desiring to for- 
ward any objection or suggestion with respect to the said 
proposals may forward the same within thirty days of the 
date of publication of this order in the Official Gazette to 
the Export Inspection Council, "World Trade Centre”. 14/IB, 
Ezra Street (7th Floor), Calcutta- 1. 


tr(A) -TfrmR TT U^kr TRT TTTfOT % mTTfV 
979 4V TT3T f , WTT 

03-TETTST 4V TT'VwtFTT *9 t3TT^7VT % Tf UTTT 4 
<TtT% f%T 4V $f%TT T77IT $ I 


PROPOSALS 


The notification of the Government of India in the late 
Ministry of Commerce No. S.O, 771, dated the 6th March, 
1965, shall be amended as follows, namely : — 
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In ihe Anne xure to the said notification, under the heading 
'‘(A) SPECIFICATION TOR FROZEN PRAWNS (SHRI- 
MPS)”, at the end of the Table and after the existing instruc- 
tion relating lo it, the following footnote shall be inserted, 
namely : — 

‘‘Note: — (i) Frozen blocks shall be embedded with a code 
slip bearing the markings of the name of the 
processor in code, name and type of the product, 
year, month and date of processing. In case of 
Individual Quick Frozen (IQF) packing, the code slip 
shall be placed inside the primary container. An 
illustration for making the code slips in the abbre- 
viated form is given below, — 

‘XYFSPD 
2A 05’, 

where, in the above illustration,- — 

XY— name of the processor in code, 

FS — frozen shrimps, 

PD — type of product and in this example It represents 
Peeled and Deveincd type. 


2— year of processing and in this example it represents 
the year 1972, 


A — month of processing and in this example it repre- 
sents the month of January, and 

05 — date of processing and in this example it repre- 
sents the fifth day of the month. 

(ii) The following abbreviations shall he used for (a) 
type of the product, and (b) months of the year : — 

(a) Type of the Product 

Abbreviation 

Whole 

WE 

Headless 

HE 

Butterfly 

BE 

Peeled and Deveincd 

I’D 

Pee'ed and Undcveined 

PUD 

Cooked and Peeled 

CP 

Peeled, Deveincd and Cooked 

PDC 

(b) Mouth 

Abbreviation 

January 

A 

February, 

B 

March 

C 

April 

D 

May 

E 

June 

F 

July 

G 

August 

H 

September 

J 

October 

K 

November 

L 

December 

M”. 


[No, 6(2)/71-EIEP] 


RT 10 T7T7f, 1973 

*rr. air. 46 i.— Win (mi rtfid fcprrfa- cfWtsFn- tn?rt- 
tUT fepW, 1973 # RNTytf 1R77f B7Rm 4 IRTW 

HMIel R qif if. <FT. afT. 162, ftplfti 13 3) fiq /j, 

1973 “ 6 . UTrRw tf%" 4 aFTnirr “0.75 fif” 4 

WFT Tt "75 fif” 1 

t?r, 4.. ff. vr^rFR, sr brtft) 

OT. 6(21)/72T. '-fir, tffa 


New Delhi, the 1 0th February, 1973 
CORRIGENDUM 

S.O. 461. — In the notification of the Government of India 
in the Ministry of Foreign Trade No. S.O. 162 dated the 
13th January, 1973 relating to the Export of Gum Kitraya 
(Inspection) Amendment Rules 1973 under the heading 
”6. Inspection fee” for ''0.75 paise” read “75 paiso”. 

[No. 6(21)/72-El&EP] 

M. K. 1). BHATNAGAR, Dy. Director, (Export Promotion), 


(R7H7 ffi'tr-m., zrnmT-h.'^frr ijt Eypcrfortr) 

RT 27 BRPTTf, 1973 

aiP^T 

*tt. an. 462.— Trarm rsr$fNr sram firef 
4,93,656 77. (RT7 BT75T ffRTRf I3Rr W. Bf OffR Tl BFf) 
«FT T47 afFlRT efi^l'R if. 'ff/lff./20638i7/;>rR/^ 4hil/ll'l&! 
iff. A 3 l\BlT 31-5-72 Bfhfra fW 7T4T «IT I 
BT^ltir ^ an^eriV (ifrfiT-Rr^; tfiv.fi fV^FR^T fAnW 

H'brrb irfWr 4 fno §ir antm tR arFfrr bw f be *{^r 

(rW RFdzji) of mtfl/^IHW rpR ^ I afilf 
nr nnFfi rrt f fr eiitsil'u lArff iff rfbn^ni TTfifinr 
rf R# rrTFfi Bm vn Ar nm brwy?r rmbr r# 
bfiRT TRfi MT I 

iflT r! 4 KW afiif'l T ?FTSI TT TlbTel blRIT 
i b^ Bc^e fa i|^r 4 , fr /W20133817 brRM 
31-5-1972 OrM fiffmi) iff/arBimn if nvrr f ^riV brb-:r 
^ffi ^ be arrf^T if ar^ffif t nTfifir (#rf iriW) Buf 
3 trt ntfiF 1 ’Trt hii iIb t/ci^rm fw mm f 1 

fir. iff. 3 ff, 3/21/74/68-091 
tit. 9. tffnw, m bRfifTO 

ff f'nwi) 

(Office of the Chief Controller of Imports and Exports) 

New Delhi, the 27 January, J973 

ORDFR 

S.O. 462. — M/s. Parbhakar Rubber Industries Jullundur City 
were granted an Import Licence No, PC[C|2063817|R]KK143| 
27-28/CO. Ill dated 31-5-72 for Rs. 4,93,656/- (Rupees four 
lakh ninety three thousand six hundred and fifty six only). 
They have applied for the issue of a duplicate licence (Custom 
& Exchange Control copies) of the said licence on the ground 
that the original licence (bolh copies) has been lost /misplac- 
ed. It is further stated that the original licence was not regis- 
tered with any Customs House and was not utilised at all. 

2, In support of this contention, the applicant has filed an 
affidavit. 1 am satisfied that the original Import licence No. 
P/C/2063817 dated the 31st May, 1972 (both capies) has 
been lost/nrisplaccd and direct that a duplicate licence (both 
copies) should be issued lo the applicant. The original 
licence is hereby cancelled. 

[No. CG, 111/21 /74/68-69|2543] 
S. A, SESHAN, Dy. Chief Controller, 
for Chief Controller. 
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Arwqi, anwr-ArqAr qr 

'+(■1 qi <11, 6 Awn, 1972 

anqAr 

5ft. TT. 3TT^. IT, 1 o/ 67 Awe 23-3-67 qft wf q5 aTff^TE TT. 
an^/tl/] 044799 Aft/^w tJw/43Aft/35-36 A"WR 
24-6-72 W, ft a i-jJViA plf wft qwt A OT A fwt AfUT- 

thAt it?t/j^t AtAett AAw wNet mAkiT qt 
rfi qirft tit aruV i 

qnr. m. 463.— A =fcjrw qAr AAtpA quoit, At., io, 

=t?IT aft ^TTT wf, ww-1 HETTW 12 W qET7 

aA rnfW TTRTTF WT 10.00 x 15-14, 12 W 55^-TrTfT 10.00x15 
3 tA 6 TE" HTf-T 10.00x15 q5 'SUdTcl f5 Affq 8236 6. 

<TT <ER RTTfANr T, 3nf7q/l044795/lft/qW qW./WlfA 
35-36 At^AR 24-6-72 RcfT-T AWT WT <4T I 3ET WfAt 7W 

onfrAr ftt ar^ArA Ai v 4i (TfArRi/r9> wAtt irAr 3lA BJfT 
AtAtw Amur nAnrf tjArtf) wt mt q? Arq ?tt win 
qr ifArr Ann t Ar ^ wArri wr A ?it Ef 1 ^ i t-*tM 
rot '^ft ttcvAt Am if A ArTTriAr nnrrAr Arft 4ft tfAr- 
pp* mAWf A Afi^rr qwiT wr t arA *rg Ar ttA 
Aift *^q- qrr tttAt At^tt Arm wt ^ 1 

apA sppr qA =t frr Aw A fqi ttw 

tt irmr Arm f Ar enfrAr qA AAr-qi^R wtw nAr arft 
t^t Ateett Atwt w’ihh tAftt sfr jA A f 1 1 

Tf^5 ^ A 8236 E. 4 iW+A A. 

anf/q/i044795/Tft/qw TTT/43M/35-30 ‘Mir 
24 - 6-72 qtt nAurf (TfArr^TT 3iA 

AArw Amur) nt nf ^ 3iA AAV fAr < A> fWt 
ar^ArAr jtArt arrtrqi ft wt qft wft ttAt 1 wstAt 

qift >77T vi - mi at -1 -3{A 4^1 ArAmT AePUT M^Acn 

qfq- 7^ qft STTrft 1 

[A. 4 1-0 /A. 1M-55/72-73/T- ^'2] 

>ft. Tft. At, tt AeAtt, 

(Olflcc of the Joint Chief Controller of Imports and 
Exports) 

Calcutta, the 6th December, 1972 
ORDER 

Order cancelling Customs Purposes /Exchange Control Pur- 
poses copies of licence No. 1/A/1044795/C/XX/43/ 
C/35-36 dt. 24-6-72 in connection with the isuc of 
duplicate copies of the same in terms of G.L.I. No. 10/ 
67 dated the 23rd March, 1967. 

S.O. 463. — The National Cotd Development Corporation 
Ltd. 10, Netaji Suhhas Rd., Calcutta-1 were granted licence 
No. 1/A/1044795/C/XX/43 /C/35-36 dated 24-6-72 for 
the import of 12 Nos. Power let Nygen Tyres size 10.00 x 
15-14 20 Nos. Tubes size 10.00 x 15 & 6 Nos. Flaps size 
10.00 x 15 from the General Currency Area. They have 
now applied for the issue of duplicate copies (both Customs 
& Exchange Control) of (he said licence on the ground that 
the originals of the same have been stated to be lost in Postal 
Transit. Tt has further been stated by them that the licence 
in question has not been registered with any Customs Autho- 
rities and that the value has not been utilised at all, 


In support of their statement the applicants have furnished 
an affidavit to the effect that Customs & Exchange Control 
Purposes copies of the licence have been lost in Postal 
Transit. I am satisfied that the original copies (Customs & 
Exchange Control) of licence No. I| A| 1044795[C|XX/43/C/ 
35-36 dt. 24-6-72 for Rs. 8236/- have been misplaced and 
direct that duplicate copies of the licence should be issued to 
the applicant. The original Customs & Exchange Control 
Purposes copies of the licence are cancelled. 

[No. 41-V /PS-55/72-73 /AUTI] 
P. C, SEN, Dy. Chief Controller. 

(nbsAr wij jfa shr) 

ffT 3 3D67TR, 1972 

anV^f 

*rt. arr. 464 .— itM Aw (At'tt w, 1 / 131 , Anrwr 
TT7, ww, Afevft-32 A PW-A AlW V}\r<m *vAf; 

TTS 1 fie 1 (2) fg^TeraAnAufT ftq7 wr (3) 4)fdn liVb 
■Alfe ri sfEiTd A Arq 37,079/- 64 4 Arq aiEiTfr <41 a tW 

TfOTT. tft/V 2 687450/lft, 28-7-72 TT1T AfTT WT 

«jt 1 arrwr Krrqir Arw, Arw wt AettAtAt, 

1972-73 95 ffArAre 8 TTTY ffifft Rlfft ^fTfft 9lAs9I>T 

318 ^ wnfr wt inw 5 1 Aw Ar?rr f Armft 1 
tott t Ar emrfAr 95 ft gAA iAw araAi; 37 , 079 /- 
TTEf 9 ? Arq WTT : ^/^/ 268745 oM, AfffDR 28 - 7-72 

Vf iftwi^P m^Ah ff5 ttw riy ^-AiAtw Atww nAraf 
Awtt vft 3 4qij| Arp qf/ww ^ i 

2. lA^5 Ap riu itn 9ift srArt Tlfwf tfttTRj^5 

WAeI WT Rjjji AtAeDT A qff u l M Al <l| J lg r / 3TT»IFTPtT 

ft Ef ^ 1 

3 . sraw wt iHAittw 3nwr Aetw aruAr, 1955 , 

AutAr 7 - 12-1955 q5 TT-ttm 9(ift) ^5 weAt jff Arq nrw 
arArqnri qr wAr 9R 37 , 079 /- 4 Arq w 

Aw. tft/^/2687450/lft, AtA 28-7-72 ffA tftPNi,Wi 
TDltw 3tA TfET TTET J^T-ArArW AtWW RAwt qt 
qn^RT rff Awrr wit t i 

4 . arW^q; ^r*r anw wrn Atwt Atw iett 

ARntAfAtr, 1972-73 qA qAWr 318(4) qtt sqwTrart q! 
aff/TTf cl 1 3/<- P3 fit TATI TtAeTT TTfftW 3fA Tfftl 

ft tiet ^t-AtAeet Aetw qA aEfArAr wt qrt m r^t b“ i 
[A. ^Vt/89/A qT-72/qrr ift-o/ift qrr q / 22023 

q. qr. wri, w-^r AeAtt, 
^it h^qn Atwu 
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(Central Licensing Area) 

New Delhi, the 3rd October. 1973 


MINISTRY OF PETROLEUM AND CHEMICALS 
(Department of Petroleum) 


ORDER 

S.O. 464 — ,M/s. Goyal Trading Co., 1/131 Vishwas Nagar, 
Shahdara — Delhi-32 were granted Import licence No. P/U/ 
2687450/C dated 28-7-72 for Rs. 37,079/- for import of (1) 
Black. Centred Card Board (2) Decakomania Paper and (3) 
Photographic Negatives excluding X-ray films. They have 
filed affidavit as required under para, 318 read with appen- 
dix, 8 of Import Trade Control Hand Book of Rules & Pro- 
cedure, 1972-73 wherein they have stated that both copies 
of licence i.e. Customs Purposes as well as Exchange Con- 
trol copy of licence No. P/U/2687450|C dated 28-7-72 for 
Rs. 37079/- have been lost /misplaced without having been 
utilised at all. 

2. I am satisfied that the both original Customs Purposes 
and Exchange Control copy of the said licence have been 
lost /misplaced. 

3. In exercise of the powers conferred on me under sub- 
ject Clause 9(C) in the Import Trade Control Order 1955 
dated 7-12-55 as amended upto date, the said licence No. P/U/ 
268745)0 /C dated 28-7-72 for Rs. 37079/- Customs Purpose 
and as well as Exchange Control copy is hereby cancelled. 

4 . The applicant is now being Issued a duplicate of both 
Customs Purposes as well as Exchange Control copy of the 
licence in accordance with the provisions of para. 318(4) of 
Import Trade Control Hand Book of Rules and Procedure, 
1972-73. 

[No. Handl|89|JM-72|SC-m|CLA|2202] 

A. L. BHALLA, Dy. Chief Controller 
for It. Chief Controller 

sift TOiRK 

-tj/ fqcefl, 3 WS<T, 1973 

wt. air. 465 . — ^tt sftr sift ftrerrer) arft iftmn , 

1948 (1948 «5T 53) RT7T 6 <3 ^ RW7T (4) ^TTTT 

rr iniftr 573 , rtrht t* 4, ftrcr t* 
flftu fftrir annftr; ifar, qi'Vtftr gft 

TTOT 4, 1 1072 ri titled 

tpcfft $ arft qtfw arftiftiw V? ^ trnV ri 

pftrhHT RRfft f ■. striV)— 

tftr (ftrfti^R- aift fr^w) arffttRmT, 1948 (1948 
«T!T 53) *E? WIT 1 3lft 2 ^ ^ ririftlR’ 

R? WET R? ftiHftiftgfl TE3 3fft n fqftdR T pfttWT- 

fVr *tft ampft, amur— 

“l. artfrBjsar s Erri pftr e-q 

2 . ^ftftr 5 ^ Rftrrfe ■. TRnj Tmf nfty sft" t 

Ctf. 14/1/71 

TE5i*t 4 RW tllnci, SHT ttftsq 


New Delhi, the 3rd February, 1973 

S.O. 465. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (4) of section 6 A of the Oilfields (Regulation 
and Development) Act, 1948 (53 of 1948), the Central 
Government hereby enhances the rate at which royalties 
shall be payable in respect of mineral oils, namely, crude oil 
and casing-head condensate, with effect from 1st January, 
1972 and makes the following amendment to take effect 
from that date, in the Schedule to the said Act, namely;— 

In the Schedule to the Oilfields (Regulation and Develop- 
ment) Act, 1948 (53 of 1948), for items 1 and 2 and the 
entries relating thereto, the following items and entries shall 
be substituted, namely : — 

“1. Crude Oil : Rupees fifteen per metric tonne 

2. Casing-head : Rupees fifteen per metric tonne", 
condensate. 

[No. 14/1/71-Lab. & Legls.j 
R. N. CHOPRA, Under Secy. 

<^ftr Wl 

Rf ftwfl) 57TWft, 1973 

WT» Wo 486.-TTT*ftf-WET (mTTfaFd RWmT Pm 

i97i^Pnpf6i if Wk TOir^im Ptnfaftw 
1 3 Tfftrfarr wfts qfarrft Ft juftnva gRtfr $ fa 
rit ttmsi ttfuerrO 4* rep) fmrrdEr ’ft) rift wr 
Rrt»fr * fipppr 2 if PrfW wet) fl riRfirr fori) riY 

% i fa it gf) PrrcH 4t fm; rset faffi) riw ser wftwrff rit wnfftr 
47T R4W ^ 1 

WIM>0 

twlYre xrftwrfY tus>i 0 -wet 

RR tTiiffi ft ll lTr (qffT f(t WET Rt, TOR 

TTRfWT, 6, tl^tv tfC, f5TWT gfdftftlET ’jft fftlET 

srtowt r^ ftfriY % ’jfr rift 

P-NdET WTpftrrm 
WEfft ’jfft rift tRTTPT 
PrftrTf, 5RWWT JTTT PfRTT 

WRT | — * wrfm ri t 
TOT5T 371% IHT RT 4us(l 

rift ir 9^ 9T frit( rr | 

RT WST SlftraifR fttRT 

mrr | 1 


[rio ti- no3i/i/72-wmr-2] 

, rrg„ ijft, srftrr 

TfvriR % Pr rift rift ?r 1 
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department of supply 

New Delhi, the 5th February, 1973 

S.O. 466; — In pursuance of rule 6 of the Public Premises 
(Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) Rules, 1971, the Central 
Government hereby authorises the gazetted officer mentioned 
in column I of the Table bvlow to transfer any proceedings 
pending before an Estate Officer and pertaining to Public Pre- 
mises specified against him in column 2 of the said Table for 
disposal to any other Estate Officer competent to dispose of 
thesame. 

TABLE 


Gazetted Officer Public Premises 


Deputy Director General (Supplies Premises belonging to or 
& Disposals), having his office taken on lease or fe- 
at 6, Esplanade East, Calcutta. quisitioned by, or on 

behalf of, the Central 
Government as repre- 
sented by the Director 
of Supplies and Dis- 
posals, Calcutta under 
the Directorate Gene- 
ral of Supplies and 
Disposals in the De- 
partment of Supply, 
New Delhi. 


[No. D-l 1031 /1/72-ES.II) 
S. S. PURI, Joint Secy, 

For and on behalf of the President of India. 


tfWT frVRT 
(wirs-btc rW) 

Tf 1 7 1973 

OT. dlT. 487.— Bmft 3TffiV 5M 627 IVcfi 8 Rl^f, 1960 

^nrr iV rrq Bntfhtr m fwr : 951 f^nr 434 

TTOS 3 tftr (R>) 9? 3GE3R SFTHTT7 4 

4 ‘hriDi 16-3-1973 it TTRTtW T7 Weft 
*7* TT famr f^TT ^ I 

RR5RI 5-15/73 CJT *1(2)3 

w. W. Ttgrr, nfm eft. tt. *ft.) 

MINISTRY OF COMMUNICATIONS 
(P. & T. Board) 

New Delhi, the 7th February, 1973 

S.O. 467, — In pursuance of para (a) of Section III of Rule 
434 of Indian Telegraph Rules, 1951, as introduced by 

S.O. No. 627 dated 8th March, 1960, the Director-General, 
Posts and Telegraphs, hereby specifies the 16-3-1973 as the 
date on which the Measured Rate System will be introduced 
in CHAL.AKUDY Telephone Exchange, Kerala Circle. 

[No. 5-15/73-PHB(2)] 

A. S. VOHRA, Asstt. Director General (PHB) 


I'RAUT drfl 3OTTCT BVIMV 

ffFSft', 31 SRTTt, 1973 

ITT. 3R. 408. — uNl qtTO7 (SfETTVll^fl drftPlffWI' ^ 
5^73^) 3TfutrW, 1971 (1971 TO 40) UT7T 3 TtlTT 
46 G of 1/72—14 


ipjw to urtH tot* htttt Errrot 

$ orfV 3fTW B’tiw*! TO, 3TT. 

870, nr/tgr 3 Rnf, 1972 n FRffim t^RTelfBCT rttHtr 

<t>< tft it, ^Dlffl : — 

3W RTt 4 TOT it. 8 ^ RRFt, 1 ^ 

TODDS, 'hg^BIFT TltTl'tWR M^td'd. 

mm arfm, urm*? r 

[ITT. it. 21012 (12) /72-*ffi3fr-3] 

MINISTRY of works and housing 

New Delhi, the 31st January, 1973 

S.O. 468. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised 
Occupants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government 
hereby makes the following amendment in the notification of 
the Govt, of India in the Ministry of Works and Housing No. 

S.O. 870, dated the 3rd March, 1972, namely; — 


“In the said notification in the Table, against serial No. 8, 
under column 1, for the existing entries, the following entries 
shall be substituted, namely ; — 


“Senior Administrative Manager, Hindustan Aeronautics 
Limited, Nasik Division, Ojhar Post Office, Maha- 
rashtra.” 

[File No. 21012(12) /72-Pol-III] 

*rr° srto 409. — tfrtf l i Pti < (wtrifEtfir Rftrvfffipff 4 ?) fctsrcft) 

WftrfffiET, 1971 (1971 44 40) iff RRT 3 dlTT TOTE KtflfffiTt TO 
tpfpr SR* JR, 7RTOE, faro RTTOft % ERR ( 1 ) * eIRcT Rfa- 

TOft ¥), Tt TOE TO Tl'HHfafl RftJTOft 4TO Rfilffinu * MulWl 

fiPi wi trftmA tffirrnr fffijro to*) t wk ret ttit fb$R Wf 
| fa ETO RfHTOft, ETO ERR) % ERR ( 2) * ffiffitW Hlf if* 6 < 

4b toft wfr Rfy*t:iP,tii ifWiRt % *fan: tor RfufaroT jtrt rt 

Etfa Rtfffi TOTOT RfEDTKt 4b TOTT Rfafai 44 TOTtR <FTRT R^E TOT 9T 
RftldfbE T*5Rf 44 TOFT Rr^RT I 




WftTFR) TT TOTfRETPT 

^ qf^TT % tffa- 

FTFftq' 


RR TTBTFT, TmFJT % WET- 

^Nbtr RR TORFT, 

fbr fbw4 ^ RtfFr Tlron:, 

i, 5 

*) ETOb RftmfteE 8b EEEftE 


ibRTxfi % ^ 1 


[740*0 2 1 0 1 2 ( 1 9)/ 7 2 TTOTo 3] 
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THE TABLE 


S.O, 469. — In exercise of the powers conferred by section 
3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) 
Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoints 
the officer mentioned in column (1) of the Table below, being 
gazetted officer of Government to be estate officer for the purposes 
of the said Act, and further directs that the said officer shall 
exercise the powers conferred, and perform the duties imposed, 
on the estate officer by or under the said Act, within the limits 
of his jurisdiction in respect of the public premises specified in 
column (2) of the said Table. 


The Tabi.f. 


Designation of the officer Categories of public premises and 

local limits of jurisdiction 

1 2 

Regional Director Re- Premises under the administra- 
gional Labour Institute, tive control of the Regional 
Sarvodayanagar, Kanpur- Labour Institute, Kanpur, which 
5. are within the local limits of 

his jurisdiction. 


[No. 21012 (]9)/72-Pol III] 


^Tofn° 47 0.— Hhr ifim ( u ^ bnf u xrftr*fif*i4l 4tt shmi^T) 
WftrfTppr, 1971 ( 1 9 7 1 TT 40 ) lE STITT 3 3 TTT 5 RTT Tlfklf TT 
JtrffiT TTTr %sjpT fkl fimfl T TTTO ( 1 ) Jf 'xfioTT RftJ- 

•ffrft *Ft, TTT 4 TT TT TDfirfhTT wEPtnCl T 4 fT 5 Tfef*BriT % M ul'-’l'lt 

far mwsTTT *nw srfsmfr kjfr | *fk wt rrfwrtf, 
ottt rttwT % iuto ( 2) *r mOTuff srEffc Jr fafafae <ttt Tfrorf 
% srjsr If wtH wfaTTfriT ’(ft whYi uld 1 'hi ^r sfpn;, smr srfsrfim 
ittt tt mfk t*ttt wfmrrfT*ft tT mm v i fihHf t mfhr t%tt 

xftr TR TT trfRTtfTT "FT TUFT *F^TT I 




srfu^i 0 tt tttBt'tft mEh 0 srmt rEt- 

*t>iEdi lit tthTt TfEmr 

(0 (2) 


1. TO 3eT TTttfPT wi ft) <+, 1 -0 , EJt#T TOT Tty, ft«PT 

1 ftwr rVt ffirtsm ftSviHq 

% mrrmEm firmur % xnfm 

fiftTR 1 


[TTToTT°21 012( 20)/7 2-*ftf?T-3] 


S.O.470,— . In exercise c 1 the powers conferred by section 
3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised Occupants) 
Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government hereby appoints 
the officer mentioned in column (1) of the Tabic below, being 
gazetted officer of Government, to be estate officer for the pur- 
poses of the said Act, and the said officer shall exercise all the 
powers and perform the duties imposed, on estate officers by or 
under the said Act, within the local limits of his jurisdiction in 
respect of the public premises specified in the corresponding 
entry in column (2) of the said Table. 


Designation of the officer Categories of Public Premises and 

local limits of jurisdiction 

1. The Chief Wool Testing Premises under the administrative 
Officer, Bombay. control of the Directorate of 

Marketing and Inspection at 
Tulsi Pipe Road, Bombay. 

[No. 21012 (20)/72-Pol III ] 

TfT. 3TT. 471— Ilk qfnTT (afTT^l^r arkmlkPTf 
qfjdfcfb CdfyVfi'ilM, 1971 (1971 TT 40) 9PT 3 ^TRT 
TTTfrf STtTWf *TT PTft*T TTrf E^, HTTTR, HTTeT BTTfTR 

4 I'-mh 3 ttw aifV wi ff aiknTmm fir. arr, 

1104 7 Bf, 1959 if TfiTTmr ffinMud ikkrr 

sNifu; 

ITW srfVTfTRT *T ft fTRmft' if W if. 10 if ikl 30 FPT 
FTR 1 if dwkrTOTr H T"*! T^d ^ 1 ^ HFlf HTT 2 if 
»ft ‘'5ff 3puff ^rkmifrrT mf rffm-arf stf 

iftrR klTT W 3Tff iff ami Uf, T*TFT T7 knr- 

feffuei 5mr4, ariffn; 

“5Tf TJPFff Iffif TRITOTT ffiW, 1937 ^ 3nfk THT amfffi 
artmT^iT, rTTm Wr, iP44 m rw ^ 

artlk TO] if i” 

[TT. IT. 21012(23)/72-ifffrr-3I 


S.O. 471. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 3 of the Public Premises (Eviction of Unauthorised 
Occupants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the Central Government 
hereby makes the following amendment in the notification of 
the Government of India in the Ministry of Works. Housing 
and Supply No. S.O, 1104 dated the 7th May, 1959, name- 
ly : — 

In the said notification, in the Table, against serial Nos. 
10 to 36 and the entries relating thereto in column 1, for the 
works “situated within the local limits of their resective 
jurisdiction” wherever they occur in column 2, the following 
shall be substituted, namely 

"placed under their management under the Cantonment 
Land Administration Rules, 1937 or under the Acquisition 
Custody Relinquishment Rules, 1944". 

[File No. 21012(23 ) /72-Pol.TILJ 
*FT. 3TT. 472— Ilk fifllH (3fRT?tFpr arfWfVff 

mf arktrTPT, 1971 (1971. wr 40) 9m 20 

imr qfr?r, urn 3 ftm sriWrf m imk mrrf ^ 

RTETT 7 , ETTT HTTTT 7 % IffiTOTT 3 rfV fHfiljH ' 

arfi fn*tun, smmr urn ho/lq k^xir ymufor , 

3mw f'nmr frBFT #, ^rr, <3 tt. gee, 
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ffh“kr 20 w/l. 1970 £ Tfr^ITTT TTPlhnT 

t, 3mf^ :— 

W 3lf«r?p^T Ff, TTTTuft PW TL 1 p5 RITOt, ETH 1 £, 

ntpfrs 4 WET T? tTOB' tV l'l'Nel ptpf^ TTqrft, 3npf?[ ;— 

“E^r dHT-TOnrTO. Gbft tipt qiW^n, Vfi TO/C-pm' 
WWi. outwit) “i 

[<TT. TT. 21012(30)/ 72-7T3T, 3] 
3TT7. £. TTPLiw, THT?T TT-?TOVfi 

aift arrr TifTOr 

S.O. 472. — In exercise of the powers conferred by 
section 3, read with section 20, of the Public Premises (Evic- 
tion of Unauthorised Occupants) Act, 1971 (40 of 1971), the 
Central Government hereby makes the following amendment 
in the notification of the Government of India in the Minis- 
try of Health & Family Planning & Works, Housing and Urban 
Development, Department of Works, Housing and Urban 
Development No. S.O. 966, dated the 20th February, 1970, 
namely — 

In the said notification, in the Table, against Serial No. 
1, in column 1, for the entry, the following entry 
shall be substituted, namely : — ■ 

“Chief Town Administrator, Khetri Copper Project, 
Hindustan Copper Limited, Khetri (Rajasthan)”. 

[File No. 21012(30) /72-POL/11L] 
R. B. SAXENA, Dy. Director of Estates 
and Ex-officlo Under Secy. 


(w atfr rfamn Vrht) 

fqvvft, 29 ^TUPT, 1972 

WRI 

prr. an. 473 .— sj'w out ifawr ^ Turoy 

3^7 BTP? pi^pi 1<V 

ITT, t h(rti if, B -4,=Kt T\T it 7RP>T7 P>t TO 21 1 3 T r i 

fpdlT £ SW 3TTPTE TwWfT Sift TOTUT?^ 3)^^ 

£ V q 4 4 1 p^ Plf tqPN df, ’fN 

fr^Rpr £, qp; prt fwr To) . 

3ift, toe, Trmr pit wtoth- tott fa bw 
ttfa el *ffa pitfant TIT fawfl, p)*|p>i<1 Pit 4^ TRsPI PiT v.fa- 

fafTOT PRPT £ , 

3TT:, 3FT, Sll'fpifapl fa*TO affafaw, 1947 (1947 PH 
14) pft TTTT 10 pft i3WTTT (2) fTTTT W PlfaflPI PIT wfa 
Tdri § 73 , pfafa it <4ii< iTtr^rm d'ffi fapiq pit bpt 
pit ym 7-p> 4 3T#r ntw 3TfartfTOb srfapwr, farft pit 
Wlpfajfqq 4 faq fafTplIV PRrft £ I 

(1) T^JfT pfa 3 mi ^tuSTT Pit Blri ETp/s TOT, Blf fawft 

£ sft etotHt trii, T^ut ?pft faq yq Tfart prf 
WR £ RPrt $q, PTO TO falft 3nWtf) PIT 

fPfTTT £, 3lft ft fit lt^ 31TNpi 3E^fk ^t 

ptt rtpt irtti 1 Tri^q ? 


(2) dPM, f <w pitfpni ^pttt tp>q nq pit wth rt 

TOrf §T), PTT T5 eriVefepTvr pi T7T ft Eft Tpt P7T 

5p^h ^ 3iit ytq ff fit ! Nt Tntir ^ ? 

nr. qr. 12012/ 153/72/qfr 3rn 3] 


MINISTRY OF LABOLJR AND REHABILITATION 
(Department of Labour and Employment) 

New Delhi, the 29th December, 1972 
ORDER 

S.O. 473. — Whereas the employers in relation to the Cen- 
tral Bank of India and their workmen represented by Central 
Bank Employees Union, Delhi have jointly applied to the 
Central Government for reference of an industrial dispute 
that exists between them to an Industrial Tribunal in respect 
of the matter set forth in he said application and reproduced 
in the Schedule hereto annexed ; 

And, whereas the Centra) Government is satisfied that the 
said Central Bank Employees Union, Delhi represents the 
majority of the workmen; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (2) of section 10 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government hereby refers the 
said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial Tribunal, Delhi 
constituted under section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

(i) whether having regard to the duties performed by 

Shri Manbodh Singh Daftri, Gole Market branch 
New Delhi of Central Bank of India, ho is entitled 
to any monetary benefits, and if so, what should be 
the quantum of such monetary relief? 

(ii) whether having regard to the duties performed by the 

above workman he is entitled to be treated as a 
Record Keeper and if so from what date? 

[No. L.12012/153 /72/LR1II] 


TO/ 4 TITO"/}, 1973 


311^1 


*57. 3R. 474. — TPT: TR PTR q/f TFT £ ?P> S Bt! 

bttto'T ai'TOk 1 ^ ^ fpfyfq 1 ^ fpcprr ^ pr 1 to TOTrf 

cTTST 31 1 P i ■) TTO Fdlfl P5 H *f( ¥IPiTT jftvFrfTT, 

y b pit p/t TOrom pftrr hiTriN r enf^, ^ Tt 1 toptt 

Vq<i! aiqi 1 3ifr pnfpiTTi 4 «fNr qri sr/qittHPi 

?P^PRF1 £ , 

3rfr Tff: ETPTR TPTT ?'qqi^ prf r=qiq/Apjfqvf 4 

tviq ptcbt pra^ffir £ , 

3RT:, 3TT, SlMfroi SlftlfTOET, 1947 (1947 Pd 

14) ptf TO 10 Pf? TOTTTTT (1) 4 (T) fPTTT BW 

PTfprort PIT THTHT PiTff giq, 4?£fo TTTPTR qd^PUl T*RT 

“Nriq prf, tw srfyfvKUr pft rttt 7^t p^ snfhr toW 

Trmn 3il'<fiiTj|p 1 srfTOrTnr, utoit-2 \ 

^ fviq PTTrfi 1 £ i 
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THT ftffR 3TRTtfT HVT 3^ HPT ftp 

Tpfaft 3fpp^ H^?, 3jf? f^PTPT HHI^, 3|[9T5"7. 

qts 1 *fh iWriY^i l 1 4 appnr jts-y j? 

205-7-247-10-337 TPpf 4 <hpPTPT jf 77T jTPT 4 

jT, - 3i3?ftifr f? Tift? sr, fit ftprr 3P^rk 

4 3ffr iVrr hpW B3> w e^? 

[hsht trpr/2012/142/72-w. 2m-2T 


New Delhi, the 4th January, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O, 474 — -Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Jamadoba Coal Washing 
Plant of Messrs Tata Iron and Steel Company Limited, Post 
Office lealgora. District Dhanbad, and their workmen in res- 
pect of the matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, Dhanbad-II, constituted 
under section 7A of the said Act. 

SCHEDULE 

Whether the demand of the Koyala Mazdoor Sabha that 
Sarvashri Ananda Nandi, Jamaluddin and Biswa- 
nath Prasad, Operators are entitled to be placed in 
the scale of Rs. 205—7- 247 10 ----337 in Grade- 

D as per the recommendations of the Coal Wage 
Board is justified? If so, to what relief are the 
concerned workmen entitled and from what date? 

[No. L/2012/142/72-LRIL] 
fffTtif?, 5 1973 

wfttr 

^T- W. 475.— qm 7173717 3ft 7TR \f ftp 

TRiH|*tr ftrftTft^V ftpryf 3> 3T7 1 jc 

3 HAlleft tarn ^ 31 771 1 3 i ?wi r 3rfftr37?. 

^FtYc^IT, ftsm VR3P; 4 JUfvsr-^ 7? 

'( 3ifi f 4rit T 4 jfra - tT3> affcjftr^ ftp^ 

ftr^mFr f , 

aifi hth tittth trw ftrapf 37? - ■m-qfdi'iVi ' 4 

ftp? ftpffW 1 -11 qiU'fk' f , 

WT:, air, #aiftT3; ftcn^ arfyftuq-rr, 1947 (1947 m 

14) ^>? WfT 10 3i? \TTyTTT (1) 3) TTffg (q-) ^ppr ^ 

w^Fit 3T miftr ^Trf turtk 

3rf-, iTw 3tf nm 7^; 3? artfW nf^r 

7TT3TT7 ariWur, (ttwt 2), tm^-2 3s? 

I ^TPTfTrTjf^r ^nrpfr 1 

Tyf 4T«!i=niVtf! 3ltftr37? qrprft 35? 

'■fiWI^ixeii 3>nW9, TETER SfrfryT, ftryi tnpsfR 4 tn^fT- 

Hpftw V* 17 j errT7 ge mfi 37?, 1 rrf t 


1972 ^f-#T 3TCff 4 y^E, 

rtf 3nf37T7 ?W SEpfftr 3H !fW7 5 “?’' 

[HfsHT l?Tf/2012/l28/72-T?r. 307-2] 


New Delhi, the 5th January, 1973, 

ORDER 

S.O. 475. — Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of East Bastacolla Colliery of 
Mesrs East Bastacolla Colliery Company, Post Office Jharia, 
District Dhanbad and their workmen in respect of the 
matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-scctlon (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Centra] Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, (No, 2), Dhanbad consti- 
tuted under section 7A of the said Act. 


SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management of East Basta- 
colla colliery of Messrs East Bastacolla Colliery 
Company, Post Office Jharia, District Dhanbad, in 
rendering Shri Sunil Kumar Chattcrjee, Tugger 
Haulage Khalasi idle wilh effect from the 1st May, 
1972, is justified? If not, to what relief is the 
workman entitled? 

[No. L/2012/I2S/72-LRIL] 
Hif 5 1973 

3mV 

*T- -HI- 478. — qTT: ITTJJT7 35? LPT f ftp SRTTf 

jft ftrftrftfce fwy? ^ hr 1 rfeff 
HTCff 35-fftfiVr 35-feT TTrmffRft «pft7PT7?, 

51^17 37?T717nTS, ftkll ffRlIT^ 3? tT^vy-fTT f? PM5 y 

arfV g'HRi 3i 4Vu< "f 3i ftr3i^ 

ftf^3HH f ; 

xrtf: 7T7TPT7 ftpTEj 3rf ?3ETftinftnT ^ 

ftftj 3T < Hi 3 I'M 4ftl TT-H^lm if , 

3P4, 2J i'll [ft 1 ?> fy3T^ 'SrPyftfW, 1947 (194 7 tpf 

14) 3)? yT7T 10 3>? ^ fifnTT (1) 3? <3'JS (y) 4 3T7T 9^ ^ 
l 1 37T JHlftr 35Ttl ?p, R7 3717 q-nfffrm 3W 

fT3T^3T|, trw srfyftftR- RT7T 7^fi 4 31^ 

3iTOfftr3! 3ifti3)t'j|, yy3i^-2 35? -ymiVftpi 4 ftn? ftr^Tw 
3TC?ft f 1 

“3?TT *Rf BT77T 3r|ftfriT frfttnfz 3^ 7111371^ 

^W37?, ST35R7 35TRT7FT5, ftpTT tPHl^ 4 tUf^Trftr 35?, 

(1) < 1-3(13 ?lriV fTeTR#, (2) fwUTtff 3f?V (3) 

‘"Ftftr t^RT, 5^ 35?, 1 artfeT, 1972 7? 3J1R- ^ 7?T^ ^? 

^ ^ ^ fa ^ 

f- ?” P 


CTfRHl T^/2012/l06/72-r7r. 31TT2] 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the ith January, 1973 

S.O. 476.— Whereas the Central Government is of opinion 
that an industrial dispute exists between the employers in 
relation to the management of Ramkanali Colliery of 
Messrs. Bharat Coking Coal l imited. Post Office Katrasgarh, 
District Dhanbad, and their workmen in respect of the 
matters specified in the Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it desir- 
able to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication to the Industrial 
Tribunal, Dhanbad-11, constituted under section 7A of the 
said Act, 


SCHEDULE 

Whether the action of the management or Ramkanali 
Colliery of Messrs Bharat Coking Coal Limited, 
Post Office Katrasgarh, District Dhanbad, in stop- 
ping the work of Sarvashri (1) Rojan Bhuia, 
Haulage Khalasi, (2) Bijali Bhuia and (3) Basdeo 
Bhuia, Trammers, with edect from the 1st April, 
1972, is justified? If not, to what relief the work- 
men are entitled? 


[No. L/2012/106/72-LRII.J 


qfrfar 

6 1973 

"FT. m. 477 — TfT: q^FT B 1 3.R q/f TTT if fa SjTTl-f eOTT' 

qgy qgg tft rf 4 qif ^ 

sit 3ur rttt ^ stppr wsftrr, 

^ qnffa- if q? ww-Tt it tAutirffit aitr 

3^ q i*fqinT 4 4Nr tp aii^jt^ra iVqTg fAfTRET ^ ; 

3fft IRf: ^t ^ teTt? 

qffiTT qi'u4t9 TfWfft t , 

5T7T:, arq-, artfutfira ftqTg arfiTtiRTR-, 1947 (1947 wt 
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Cltl?qT (Jfr/ 2012/ St)/ 72 -f?T. 3 ITl.' 2 ] 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 6th lanuary, 1973 

S.O. 477. — Whereas the Central Government is of 
opinion that an industrial dispute exists between the em- 
ployers in relation to the management of Kankanee Colliery 
now under the management of BharaL Coking Coal Com- 


pany Limited, Post Office Bansjora, District Dhanbad and 
their workmen in resepect of the matters specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed; 

And whereas the Central Government considers it 
desirable to refer the said dispute for adjudication; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers con- 
ferred by clause (d) of sub-section (1) of section 10 of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby refers the said dispute for adjudication 
to the Industrial Tribunal, Dhandbad-TI, constituted under 
section 7A of the said Act, 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the action of the management of Kankanee 
Colliery, Post Office Bansjora, District Dhanbad, in 

P lacing Shri Saman Mahato (Gope), Miner in Badli 
ist, with effect from the 18th May, 1972, is justi- 
fied? If not, to what relief is the workman en- 
titled?" 


[No. L/2012/86/72-LRII] 
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ORDER 

New Delhi, the 22nd January, 73. 

S.O. 478.— Whereas the industrial dispute specified in the 
Schedule hereto annexed is pending before the Central Gove- 
rnment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur ; 

And whereas for the ends of justice and convenience of the 
parties the said dispute should be disposed of without further 
delay ; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by section 
7 Aani sub-section (I) of section 33B of the Industrial Disputes 
Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) , the Central Government hereby cons- 
titutes an Industrial Tribunal with Shri S.H.J. Naqvi as the 
Presiding Officer with headquarters at Kanpur, withdraws 
the proceedings in rotation to the said dispute from the Central 
Govern went industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur and transfers the 
same to Shri S.H.J. Naqvi, Presiding Officer, Industrial Tribu- 
nal, Kanpur, for the disposal of the said dispute, with the 
direction that the slid Tribunal shall proceed with the procee- 
dings from the stage at which they are transferred to it and dis- 
pose of the same according to law. 

SCHEDULE 


SI. Notification No. and date Names of Ihe parties 

No. 

1. L, 12012/106/71-LRIII da- The Regional Manager, Bank 
ted February 24, 1972 read of Baroda, 4 Park Road, 

with orders No. L. 12025/ Lucknow and the General 

14/72-LRI1I dated the 7th Secretary, U.P. Bank Cmp- 

June, 1972 and L. 12025/34 loyecs Federation, 26/106, 

72-LR-III dated the 6th Octo- Birhana Road, Kanpur, 

ber, 1972 respectively. 


[No. L. 1 20 1 2/1 06/72-LRTIT] 


New Delhi, the 1st February, 1973 

S.O. 479. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Industrial Tri- 
bunal, Madras in the industrial dispute between the em- 
ployers in relation to the Indian Overseas Bank and their 
workmen, which was received by the Central Government 
on the 27th January, 1973, 

[No. L. 12012/25/7 2-LRII I] 

KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 

BEFORE THIRU G. GOPINATH, B.A., B.L., PRESIDING 
OFFICER, INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL, MADRAS 

(Constituted by the Central Government) 

Industrial Dispute No. 27 of 1972 

Madras, tho tlth January, 1973 

(In the matter of the dispute for adjudication under section 
10(l)(d) of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 between 
the workmen and the Management of Indian Overseas 
Bank, Madras-2), 

BETWEEN 

The President, All India Overseas Bank Employees Union, 
‘College House’, No, 17, Maker Street, Madras-1. 
AND 

The General Manager Indian Overseas Bank, No 151, 
Mount Road, Madras-2 

Reference: 

Order No. F. 12012 '25/72/LRIII dated 21-6-1972 of 
the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation, Depart- 
nient of Labour and Employment, Government of 
India, New Delhi. 


This dispute coming on for final hearing on Tuesday, the 
2nd day of January, 1973 upon perusing the reference, 
claim and counter statements and all other material papers 
on record and upon hearing Ihe arguments of Thiruvalargal 
A, L, Somayaji and R. lamal Nazeem, advocates for the 
union and of Thiruvalargal C. Ramakrishna and N. G. R. 
Prasad, Advocates for the management and having stood 
over till this day for consideration this Tribunal made the 
followina. 

AWARD 

The issue referred for adjudication in the industrial dis- 
pute between the management of ihe Indian Overseas Bank, 
Madras and their workmen is as follows; 

■ Whether Ihe action _>! the management of the Indian 

Overseas Bank in dismissing from service Shri 

B. K. R. Pai with effect from the 30th Novemeber, 
1970 is justified 7 If not, to what relief is he en- 
titled?" 

(2) It is unnecessary to set out the pleadings as the res- 
pective cases of the employer and the workman will emerge 
from the discussion to follow. 

(3) Sri B. K. R. Pai, the workman involved in this 

dispute, joined the Bank in July, 1965 and was confirmed 

ns a member of the clerical establishment on 15-7-1966. 

At the time of his dismissal he was working in the Fort 
branch, Bombay and was in charge of tho Saving Bank 
Account and reconciliation section. He remained absent 
from 25-6-1970. The ollice received a letter dated 26-6-1970 
purported to have been sect by him addressed to the Assis- 
tant General Manager, Staff department, Indian Overseas 
Bank, Madias through (he Regional Manager, Bombay but 
not signed, tendring his resignation from the bank and re- 
questing the bank to accept it [Ex. M-4(b)]. On receipt of 
this letter, the bank sent a communication dated 27-6-1970 
to Sri B. K. R. Pai asking him to call at the 
office immediately [Ex, M-4 (d)]. As there was no 
response to this letter, another communication was sent 
to Sri B. R. R. Pai by be bank dated 8-7-1970 stating 
that it was unable to accept bis resignation as his letter 
was unsigned and requesting him to sent a duly signed 
letter to enable the bank to consider his request [Ex, M-4(e)], 
This letter was returned with he remarks of the postal 
authorities "Left. Address rot known”. Since Sri B. K. R 
Pai did not report to duty till 18-9-1970 and as no signed 
communication was received from him for his absence, the 
management being of the Hew that Sri B. K. R. Pai had 
abandoned his duties and had also dislocated the work of 
the bank, framed a charge-sheet under para 17.5(j) of the 
settlement on the industrial •fispu'c between the Indian Over 
seas Bank Ltd,, Madras and its workmen (Ex, M-17), The 
above para reads thus: 

"doing any act prejudicial to the interests of banks, or 
gross negligence or negligence involving or likely 
to involve the bank i.i serious loss". 

A letter was sent to him to this effect and he was asked 
to present himself at an enquiry at the Indian Overseas 

Bank Central Ofiico, Mount Road on 12-10-1970 (Vide Ex. 
M-l dated 18-9-1970). Sri B. K. R. Pai sent a reply to 

Ex, M-l and this is dated 26-9-1970 (Ex, M-2) requesting 
that his absence for three months may be condoned anil 
that he allowed to work for the bank. He also withdrew 
his resignation letter and wanted the bank to treat his ab- 
sence as absence on leave. An enquiry into the charge was 
held against Sri B. K. R. Pai ; t the Head Office, Madras 
by Sri D. J. Ambrose. Sri Pai was present at the enquiry, 
at which one Sri V. J, Kothari an officer attached to the 
staff Department in the Central Office, was examined. Sri 
Pai was allowed to cross-examine him. Sri Pai had no 
witness to be examined on his behalf. As per Ex. M-5 

the finding of the enquiry officer was that Sri B, K. R Pai 

by his conduct had committed an act prejudicial to the 
interests of the bank under para 17.5(j) of Ex. M-17. The 
finding, along with a copy of the proceedings of the en- 
quiry was sent to Sri Pai who was asked to show cause 
why he should not be dismissed from the service of the 
bank. This letter is Ex. M-6, dated 27-10-1970. Sri Pa 
sent a written representation to the enquiry officer datec 
24-11-1970 stating that the misdemeanour committed by hin 
would only bo a minor mis-conduct failing under 17.7(a 
ot Ex. M-17 which is “absence without leave or oversfayinj 
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sanctioned leave without sufficient grounds" for which the 
punishment is provided in para 17-8, that the bank was not 
entitled to charge him under any other grounds and that 
no question of his dismissal arose (Ex. M-11). There was 
a show cause hearing given to Sri Pai on 25-11-1970 (Ex. 
M-12). By the order dated 30th November, 1970, Sri Pai 
was dismissed from service with effect therefrom (Ex. M-13). 
Sri Pai preferred an pncul ag.v.nrt Hx. M-13 to the Deputy 
General Manager, Indian Overseas Bank, Madras. The order 
of the appellate authority confirming Ex. M-13 is dated 
10-6-1971 (Ex. M-16). 

(4) Exs. W-l to W-3 show that a representation was made 
by the All India Oversees R»r.k Employees’ Union to the 
Regional Commissioner to interfere in reinstating Sri Pai 
and that the Regional Labour Commissioner was unable to 
effect any conciliation. 

(5) The first point that arises for consideration is whether 
the charge against Sri Pri thm. he abandoned his duties 
for a long period thus render’ng himself guilty of doing an 
act prejudicial to the interests of the bank has been proved. 
Undoubtedly he had absented himself from duty from 
25-6-1970 till 18-9-1970. In his reply Ex. M-2, he has 
admitted having sent F.x. M-4(b) in which he hud tendered 
his resignation unconditionally from the service of the bank. 
The bank could not obvioudy act on it since it was not 
signed and hence it was not sure whether the letter had in 
fact been sent by Sri B. F. R. Pai. The bank's efforts to 
get into touch with Sri Pai fo>- the purpose of taking fur- 
ther action proved futile since the letters sent by it (Ex. 
M-4(d) and Ex. M-4(e) were returned to the bank as the 
addressee had left Bombay. Between 25-6-1970 and 26-9- 
1970 (the date of Ex. M-2) no communication whatsoever 
was received by the bank from Sri Pai. Sri V. J. Kothari 
has slated before the enquiry officer that by his long ab- 
sence Sri Pai had committed an act prejudicial to the in- 
terests of the bank, resulting in dislocation of work, The 
bank was also not in a position to fill up the vacancy as 
there was no letter from Sri Pai about his whereabouts. 
According to Sri V. 1. Kothari, his continuous absence 
without any communication meant a serious reaction to the 
discipline among the emo'oyc.is oi the bank. He has fur- 
ther stated 'hat Sri P i had caused great inconvenience to 
the bank by his absence. 

(61 Sri Pai had told the enquiry officer that when he 
sent his resignation letter he was not aware that he had 
not signed it, and that he thought it would be accepted. 
When nc was question''!' 1 as to wnether his intention at the 
time he sent Ex. M-4(b) was to resign from the (sank he 
said that he was mentally perturbed at that time, and that 
he sent that letter out of a feeling of guilt as he was in- 
debted to a large extent. The following questions addressed 
by the enquiry officer and the answers given by Sri B. K. R. 
Pai may be extracted. 

"E.O. — At that time of despatching your letter, you 
were in sound mental faculty (i.e.) were you all 
right mental! v 

13.K.R. -I was not. 

F..O. — Whether your statement meRn you were insane. 

B.K.R, — Not insane but a confused mental state of 
rmnd. 

E.O. — When you are not insane and when you are 
mentally alright you must be knowing what you 
have written in your letter of 26-6-1970 and the 
implications thereof. 

B.K.R. - -Yes. 

E.O. — Did you know at the time of sending your letter 
d.c.ed 26-6-1470 thal the letter was not signed. 

B.K.R. -No, 

E.O. — When you came to kr.rw that the said letter 
was not signed by you. 

B.K.R. — -When l saw the charge-sheet of 18-9-1970, 
which mentioned that the letter was not signed by 
me I came to know it. 


E.O. — In between the date of sending the letter of 
26-6-1970 and the date of knowledge that the said 
letter was unsigned, were you under the impres- 
sion that you have resigned from the service of 
the bank and you have nothing to do with the 
Bank. 

B.K.R. — -Yes. 

E.O. — Was it the reason why you not sent any leave 
application? 

B.K.R.— Yes. 

E.O. — In your explanation dated 26-9-1970 you have 
stated that the letter of resignation went without 
your signature by an error of inadvertance. Is 
this statement of yours correct? 

B.K.K.— Yes.” 

(7) It has been urged on behalf of the union that Ex, 
M-4(b) should not be taken into consideration at all since 
even the enquiry officer has not relied on it, as in his view, 
the letter had no validity at all, It is true that it is not a 
valid letter of resignation in as much as it has not been 
signed, but that is a different thing from saying that the 
letter should not be taken into consideration to ascertain 
whether Sri Pai had abandoned his duties. His explicit ad- 
mission that he was under the impression when he sent the 
letter that he had resigned and that he had nothing to do 
with the bank thereafter (till he received Ex. M-l) would 
clearly show that his idea was to sever his connections with 
the hank. Though he has stated in his explanation Ex. 
M-2 that he wanted to withdraw his letter of resignation, 
he had never approached the bank before 26-9-1970 to ap- 

rise them that he did not want to resign. No doubt, he 
as mentioned in his explanation that he approached the 
Calcutta Agent to help him to contact the Central Office, 
but nothing stood in nis way to report immediately lo the 
Bombay office that he was withdrawing his letter of resig- 
nation and thal he wanted to continue to work. There is 
nothing to show that till 26-9-1970 he took any step to 
resile from his stand that he was resigning from the bank 
with effect from 26-6-1970. In fact, he had left Bombay 
even on 26-7-1970 and returned on 26-9-1970 which again 
is a circumstance indicating that he had no intention to work 
in the bank. Thus his conduct plainly shows that he had 
abandoned his duties. 

(8) It is then urged for the union that there is no material 
in this case to hold that the act of Sri Pai in remaining 
absent during this period was prejudicial to the interests 
of the bank as to attract the mischief of 17.5(j) of Ex. 
M-17. It is said that no officer of the bank at the Fort 
branch, Bombay has been examined to prove it. But there 
is the uncontrndictcd evidence of Sri V. J, Kothari that 
by his (Sri Pai’s) long absence there was dislocation in the 
working of the bank which was also not in a position to 
fill up the vacancy as there was no valid letter of resig- 
nation from him. He was inchargc of Savings Bank 
Account and the reconciliation section of the bank. It should 
be apparent that his absence for such a long period in 
this section would cause dislocation. A banking institution 
cannot afford to have a member of its clerical staff working 
in the Savings Bunk Account (or for that matter any de- 
partment) absent for such a long period and also make it 
impossible for the bank to get into contact with him at 
his^ address. To the following question by the Enquiry 
Officer: “Do you agree that by your long absence you have 
dislocated the work of the bank prejudicial to its interests?" 
Shri Pai: “Yes, I suppose l have committed this unknow- 
ingly”. The Enquiry Officer then asked him “Do you 
want to state anything by way of summing up”. Sri Pai 
answered “Yes. While summing up with further reference 
to my letter 26-9-1970, I have to state as follow: I admit 
the charge levelled against me and I will have to state 
(hat the said act was not committed intentionally or wil- 
lingly or knowingly either to disturb the routine of the 
bank to suffer any loss or to set up a bad example for the 
discipline in the Bank. Whatever I have done was done 
with a confused state of mind and there was nothing in- 
tentional. In view of that I am to request the Bank to 
view the case on humanitarian grounds. This apart I could 
meet a large portion of my liabilities and I a m indebted 
to the extent of Rs. 8,000/-. If the Bank is kind enough 
to retain me in service, I will be able to liquidate the 
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liabilities in a short span of time. In view of the above 
foregoing circumstances, I have to request the Bank to give 
me a second lease of life in the service of the Bank. I am 
prepared to accept any punishment and request specifically 
not to dismiss me. Even if a transfer is to be given, 1 
will be accepting it. And 1 request the speedy disposal 
of this case". "It may be that Sri Pai did not intend 
that his act would cause prejudice to the bank by dis- 
locating the work at the same time putting it in a quandary 
as it could not fill the vacancy. But whether Sri Pai in- 
tended the result of his action or not is irrelevant, if in 
fact, his act was prejudicial to the interest of the bank. 
There can, in my view, be no doubt that Sri Pai had, by 
remaining absent for a long time after sending his un- 

signed letter of resignation, abondoned his duties and ren- 
dered himself guilty of doing an act prejudicial to the in- 
terests of the bank. 

(9) The learned counsel for the union argues that the act 

of Sri Pai would only amount to absence without leave 
falling under 17.7(a) of Kx. M-17 which is a minor mis- 
conduct. In support of this contention, he relies on the 

following observation of the Enquiry Officer in Ex. M-5, 
“The employee therefore continues to be in the service of 
the Bank and is liable to be charge sheeted for his mis- 
conduct of absenting without leave for a long period”. In 
one sense, the act of Sri Pai would be absence without 
leave. But when the foregoing circumstances ore borne in 
mind, one cannot escape the conclusion that his act would 
amount to a gross misconduct as it is prejudicial to the in- 
terests of the Bank. In assessing the misconduct committed 
by Sri Pai one has to take an overall picture and not 

confine one’s attention to the fact that he was merely ab- 
sent without sending an application for leave. I therefore 
cannot agree with the argument of the union’s learned ad- 
vocate that the misconduct of Sri Pai would fall only under 
section 17.7(a) and not Section 17.5(j) of Ex. M-17. 

(10) Tt has been contended in the claim statement that 
the disciplinary action taken against Sri Pai is malafide 
since he was an Assistant General Secretary of the union 
and (hat this would be plain from the circumstance that 
the circulars issued by him in such a capacity were kept 
with his personal file. The charge of victimisation which 
is implied in this contention has no basis. Nowhere in 
his explanation does Sri Pni allege that the. action initia- 
ted against him by the management is malafide. Nor is 
there any suggestion from Sri Pai, in the course of the 
domestic enquiry, that he was being victimised for his union 
activities. A case of viclimisation has to be proved by 
the employee and cannot be a matter for surmise. The 
mere circumstance, that certain circulars issued by him as 
the Assistant Secretary of the union were in his personat 
file, docs not lead to the inference that the disciplinary 
action taken against him is Hctualed by malafides. The 
management has stated that circulars issued by the other 
office bearers of the union are also placed in their files, 
and that no discipilinary action has been taken against 
them. Hence the contention that Sri Pai has been victi- 
mised for his trade union activities is untenable. Another 
point taken by the union is that the domestic enquiry is 
vitiated as the enquiry officer who himself issued the charge 
sheet, cross-examined Sri Pai, thus abdicating his role as 
an impartial fact finding authority. There is nothing wrong 
in the enquiry officer, who chargcsheetcd the employee, con- 
ducting the domestic enquiry against him. The purpose of 
the enquiry officer questioning Sri Pai was apparently to 
get all the relevant details from him. The proceedings of 
the domestic enquiry reveal that the enquiry officer has 
considered all the aspects of the case. There was also no 
objection taken by Sri Pai lo Sri D. J. Ambrose conduct- 
ing the enquiry. There is absolutely no material to hold 
that the enquiry officer was biassed against Sri Pai. 

(11) The next point for decision is whether the miscon- 
duct committed by Sri Pai warrants his dismissal. It is 
contended for the union (hat, the punishment meted out 
lo Sri Pai is disproportionate to the misconduct. Under 
section 1IA of the Industrial Disputes Act (which came 
into force on 15-12-1971) it is now open to an industrial 
court to review and decide the quantum of punishment, Tt 
is however contended for the management that the union 
cannot invoke Section 11A since the employee was dis- 
missed on 30-11-1970 long before the amendment came 
into force. But section 11 A by its very terms would 
clearly apply to all industrial disputes referred for adjudi- 


cation after 15-12-1971. The date of the order of dis- 
missal is not relevant in considering the question as regards 
the applicability of Section 1 1A so long as the dispute is 
referred for adjudication subsequent to the date on which 
Section 1IA came into operation. 

(12) Sri Pai has stated in Ex. M-4(b) that he is indebted 
to the extent of Rs. 25,000/-. This is one of the reasons 
which induced him to resign from the service of the bank. 
The fact that he is heavily indebted has been reiterated by 
him before the enquiry officer. In the counter statement, 
the management has contended that it has lost confidence 
in Sri Pai, and that his reinstatement in service would be de- 
trimental to the interests of the bank. I am of the view 
that an institution like a bank cannot afford to have on 
its rolls an employee like Sri Pai who is in large debts and 
in whom, the Bank has no confidence. His conduct in 
sending a letter of resignation and deserting his duties would 
also show that he is not a person whom I could compel 
the Bank to retain in service. That would certainly be 
inexpedient bearing in mind the larger interests of a bank- 
ing institution. 

(13) Having regard to all the circumstances of this case, 
though the misconduct is of the gross type, I think that 
the order of dismissal can be substituted by an order of 
discharge as provided under section 17.12(c) of Ex. M-17. 
This is because I do not want that any disciplinary action 
should mark his future prospects. Sri B. K. R. Pai is 
therefore discharged from service. 

(14) In the result an award is passed accordingly. Dated 
this the Uth day of January, 1973. 

G, GOPINATH, Presiding Officer. 

WITNESSES EXAMINED 

DOCUMENTS MARKED: For both sides: Nil 

For workmen: 

Ex. W-l/22-7-1971.— Letter from the union to the 
Regional Labour Commissioner, Madras-6 request- 
ing to interfere and rc-instate Thiru B. K. R. Pai. 

Ex, W-2/23-8-71, — Letter from tbe Management to the 
Assistant Labour Commissioner Madras regarding 
dismissal of Thiru B. K. R. Pai (copy). 

Ex. W-3/22-2-1972, — Conciliation failure report, 

For management 

Ex. M-1/18-9-1970.— Charge sheet issued to Thiru 
B. K. R. Pai. 

Ex. M-2/26-9-1970.— Explanation of Thiru B. K. R. Pai 
to Ex. M-l (copy). 

Ex. M-3/12-10-1970.- — Letter from Thiru B, K. R. Pai 
to the Enquiry Officer for postponing the enquiry. 

Ex. M-4, ■ — - — Enquiry proceedings. 

Ex. M-4(a)/18-9-1970. — Similar to Ex. M-l (marked in 
the domestic enquiry), 

Ex. M-4(b)/26-6-1 970.— Resignation letter from Thiru 
H. |K, R. Pai to the management (unsigend). 

Ex, M-4(c)/26-9-1970, — Original of Ex. M-2 (marked 
in the domestic enquiry). 

Ex. M-4(d)/27-6-1970.— Letter from the management to 
Thiru B. K. R. Pai. 

Ex. M-4(e)/8-7-1970. — Letter from the management to 
Thiru B. K, R. Pai asking him to report for duty 
(marked in the domestic enquiry). 

Kx. M-4(f)/30-9-1970. — Letter from the Regional 

Manager, Bombay to the management enclosing 
Ex. M-2 (marked in the domestic enquiry). 

Ex. M-5/27-10-1970. — Findings of the Enquiry Officer- 

Ex. M-6/27-10-1970.— Show cause memo issued to 
Thiru B. K. R. Pai. 
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Ex. M-7/2/3-1 1-1970.— Copy of Telegram adjoining the 
show cause hearing to 12-11-1970. 

Ex. M-8/3-1 1-1970. — Tetter from the Enquiry Officer to 
Thiru B. K. R. Pal postponing the show cause 
hearing on 12-11-1970. 

Ex. M-9/6-1 1-1970. — Letter from Thiru B. K. R. Pai to 
Enquiry Officer requesting for adjournment. 

Ex. M- 10/9-1 1-1970. — Letter from the Enquiry Officer 
to Thiru B, R. R. Pai postponing hearing on 
25-11-1970, 

Ex. M-ll/24-1 1-1 970.— Explanation of Thiru B. K, R. 
Pai to Ex. M-6. 

Ex. M-12/25-11-1970.— - Proceedings of the show cause 
hearing (copy). 

Ex, M-13/30-11-1970. — Dismissal order issued to Thiru 
B. 1C. R. Pai, 

Ex. M-14/14-1-1971. — Appeal by Thiru B. K. R. Pai 
against Ex. M-13. 

Ex. M-15, — —Proceedings of Appellate authority. 

Ex. M-16/10-6-1971. — Order of the Appellate authority. 

Ex. M-17/ 14-12-1966. — Settlement on the Industrial 
Disputes between the parties (printed copy). 

Industrial Tribunal. 

NOTE: The parties are directed to take return of their 
document/documents within six months from the 
date of the award. 


BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL (NO 1) DHANBAD 

New Delhi, the 2nd February, 1973 

S.O. 480. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indust- 
rial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 7947), the Central Govern- 
ment hereby publishes the following award of the Central 
Government Industrial Tribunal, No. 1, Dhanbad, in the in- 
dustrial dispute between the employers in relation to the 
management of West Colliery of Messrs West Bokuro Limit- 
ed Post Office Ghatotand, District Hazaribagh and their work- 
men, which was received by the Central Government on the 
27th January, 1973. 

[No. L-20012/ 1 1 /72-LRII] 


Order No. 20012/11/72-TRII dated 21-3-72 in respect of an 
industrial dispute between the parties mentioned above. The 
subject matter of the dispute has been specified in the sche- 
dule to the said order and runs as follows — 

"Whether the action of the management of West Bokaro 
Colliery of Messrs West Bokaro Limited, Post Office 
Ghatotand, District, Hazaribagh, was justified in dis- 
missing Shri Krishna Bahadur, Watchman from ser- 
vice with effect from the 9th October, 19717 If not, 
to what relief is the workman entitled?”. 

2. The reference was received by the Tribunal on 24-3-72 
and was numbered as reference No. 10 of 1972. 

3. After receipt of the reference usual notices were issued 
to the parties. The employers (hereinafter called the manage- 
ment) filed their written statement dated 14-4-72 on 17-4-72, 
The written statement-cum-rejoinder of the workmen is dated 
25-4-72 and was received by the Tribunal on the same day. 
The management filed its rejoinder to the written statement 
filed on behalf of the workmen on 8-6-72. On 13-9-72 Shri 
S. S. Mukherjee appearing for the management filed eight 
items of documents and on the same day Shri B. Lai, appear- 
ing on behnlf of the workmen prayed for time for filing docu- 
ments and time was granted to him till 24-10-72 for filing 
documents. On 24-10-72 Shri B. Lai asked for further time 
for filing documents on behalf of the workmen and two weeks 
further time was allowed to him for filing documents but no 
documents, have been filed on behalf of the workmen. The 
eight items of documents filed by the management are as fol- 
lows : — 

“(1) Chargesheet dated 12-8-71 issued to Shri Krishna 
Bahadur. 

(2) Original reply of Krishna Bahadur to Chargesheet 
dated 15-8-71. 

(3) Office copy of notice of enquiry dated 27-8-71. 

(4) Original proceedings of the departmental enauiry. 

(5) Original report of the Enquiry Officer. Shri M. P. 
Varma- 

(6) Office copy of dismissal letter dated 4-10-71. 

(7) Original service record of Shri Krishna Bahadur. 

(8) Copy of the certified standing orders in respect of 
West Bokaro Colliery. 

4. Out of the above eight items of documents filed on 
behalf of the management Shri B. Lai appearing for the work- 
men has admitted items nos. I, 2, 3, 6, 7 and 8 and they 
have been marked Exts. Ml. M2. M3. M4. M5. and M6 res- 
pectively. 


KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 

In the matter of a reference under section 10(1) (d) of the 
Industrial Disputes Act, 1947. 

Reference No. 10 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to tho management of West 
Bokaro Colliery of Messrs West Bokaro Limited, Post 
Office Ghatotand, Dist. Hazaribagh 

AND 

Their Workmen 

Present : 

Shri D. D. Seth, Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

For the Employers: — Shri S. S. Mukherjee, Advocate. 

For the Workmen : — Shri B. Lai, Advocate. 

Dhanbad, tho 22nd January, 1973 

AWARD 

This is a reference under section 10(1) (d) of the Industrial 
Disputes, Act, 1947 made by the Central Government by its 
46 G of 1/72—15 


5. The managements case, in brief, is that Krishna Baha- 
dur was working as a Watchman in the colliery at the rele- 
vant time and on 2-8-71 he was demited to work as a Watch- 
man and his duty was to guard the materials belonging to 
the management from the Return Station to Trestle No. 10 
but due to his negligence nine pieces of rail were cut by gas 
and were stolen away from near the Trestles No. 6 and 7. On 
account of this misconduct a chargesheet dated 12-8-71 was 
issued to Shri Krishna Bahadur to which he submitted an ex- 
planation denying the charge. After due notice a thorough 
departmental enquiry was held in the presence of Shri Krishna 
Bahadur and in which he was given full opportunity to cross- 
examine the witnesses produced by the management and 
was also allowed to produce defence witnesses. In that depart- 
mental enquiry the misconduct mentioned in the chargesheet 
dated 12-8-1971 was satisfactorily established, in asmuch as the 
Enquiry Officer held that Shri Krishna Bahadur was guilty of 
negligence in performing his duty resulting in loss of property 
belonging to the management. As the misconduct against Shri 
Krishna Bahadur mentioned in the chargesheet was satis- 
factorily established and there were no mitigating circumstan- 
ces in his favour and after considering the gravity of the 
offence. Shri Krishna Bahadur was dismissed by letter No. 
WBC/A/ 29|4591 dated 4|5-10-71 with effect from 9-10-71, 

6. In the written statement filed by the worakmen it is 
admitted that Shri Krishna Bahadur Thapa was deputed to 
work as a guard on the relevant date. It is further admitted 
that the chargesheet was issued to him and that he denied 
the allegations mentioned in the chargesheet. According to 
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the written statement of the workmen Shri Krishna Bahadur 
Thapa did not commit any misconduct. In paragraph 8 of the 
workmen's written statement it is stated that the domestic en- 
quiry held by the management was in utter disregard of the 
principle of natural justice and that Krishna Bahadur was not 
allowed to cross-examine the witness produced by the manage- 
ment properly and was also not allowed to adduce his full 
defence. It was stated in paragraph 11 of the workmen’s 
written statement that there were several mitigating circum- 
stances which were not considered by the management at all 
and that the dismissal order was not proper and was not 
justified. The workmen’s case is that when Krishna Bahadur 
Thapa was on duty as a Watchman on 2-8-71 the materials 
belonging to the management were scattered all over on a 
very wide area in an isolated place and that Krishna Bahadur 
was not armed. On the date of occurence a dacoity was 
committed by several dacoits who were armed with deadly 
weapons. They came by truck and after taking away the 
materials belonging to the company escaped by the truck, Shri 
Krishna Bahadur Thapa gave information of the dacoity soon 
after the occurrence to His Supervisor but no steps were 
taken by the Supervisor or anybody to apprehend the dacoits 
as a result of which the dacoits escaped, According to the 
workmen it was not possible for Krishna Bahadur to Chal- 
lenge and fight the dacoits who were armed with deadly 
weapons especially when he had no arms and had nobody to 
help him. The workmen’s case further is that the manage- 
ment took action against Krishna Bahadur Thapa due to 
victimisation and that the findings of the Enquiry Officer are 
perverse and are not based on the proper appreciation of the 
materials which were before him. The Enquiry Officer was 
biased against Krishna Bahadur and that the action of the 
management in dismissing Krishna Bahadur was not justified. 

7, In its rejoinder to the written statement filed on bealf 
of the workmen the management stated that the departmen- 
tal enquiry was conducted in the presence of the concerned 
workman and the statements made by the witnesses at that 
enquiry were read over and explained to him in Hindi and 
he was given full opportunity to cross-examine the witness 
Jrir the management and also to produce defence witnesses. 
The management denied that there were any mitigating cir- 
cumstances which required any consideration by it and hence 
the dismissal of the workman was proper and justified. It 
was further stated that the story of the decoity was false and 
had been invented for the purpose of the present case. It 
was denied that the Enquiring Officer was biased against the 
concerned workman. It was reiterated that the action of the 
management in dismissing Shri Krishna Bahadur Thapa was 
justified. 


, & h ? vc heard the representatives of the parties, On be- 
half of the management only one witness, namely, Shri M. P, 
Varma, M.W.l was produced. The witness stated that he 
was the Personnel Officer in the colliery from 1968 till Sep- 
tember, 1972 and that he knew Krishna Bahadur, He further, 
stated that he held departmental enquiry against Krishna 
Bahadur and that Krishna Bahadur was present at the time 
21 ■ t e ™fulry- During the enquiry only one witness namely, 
Shri K. P Singh was examined on behalf of the management 
and op behalf of the workman Shri Krishna Bahadur examin- 
ed himself. Shri M. P. Varma deposed that he recorded tbc 
statement of the witnesses in presence of Krishna Bahadur 
and read over the statements in Hindi to him and explained 
the same to him. Witness was shown the original proceedings 
of file departmental enquiry and stated that they were the 
departmental enquiry proceedings. These proceedings were 
marked Ext M7. Shri M. P. Varma also stated that 
conducting the departmental enquiry he wrote a report 
wfifch bears his signature and which was marked Ext. M8. 
ii 'A’’ that it was not a fact that he did not 

allow Krishna Bahadur to fully cross-examine Shri K. P. 
Singh produced on behalf of the management and also stated 
that it was not a fact that he did not permit Krishna 
Banactur to produce any defence witnesses. According to 
M. 1 , Varma he had no bias against Krishna Bahadur. In 
cross-examination by Sri B. La! appearing on behalf of the 
workmen Shri M. P Varma stated that during the course of 
the enquiry if a delinquent declines to cross-examine a wit- 
ness produced on behalf of the management that fact is men- 
tioned m the enquiry proceedings. In the instant case it is 
7 inquiry proceedings) that Shri Krishna 
Bahadur declined to cross-examine Shri K. P, Singh, Shri 
a Varma In cross-examination admitted that Krishna 
Bahadur was not cross-examined by anybody and that no- 


body was conducting the proceedings on behalf of the mana- 
gement. The witness stated that he visited the place of occur- 
rence just after the enquiry but did not prepaid any map or 
chart at the time of the spot inspection. The place of occur- 
rence “is not compounded but it is near the Chainpur Rail- 
way Siding”. According to Shri M. P, Varma, the employers 
had a telephone connection at the Chainpur Siding where the 
alleged theft took place. It was admitted by Shri M. P. Varma 
that he did not mention about his spot insnection in his en- 
quiry report (Ext. M7). The witness denied that he had made 
his enquiry report to nrotect Shri K. P. Singh, Supervisor or 
that he had drawn up his report on the opinion of Shri 
K, P. Singh. 

9. No witness was examined on behalf of the workmen in 
view of section 11A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947, the 
proviso of which lavs down that the Labour Court, Tribunal 
or National Tribunal as the case may be, shall rely only on 
Ihe materials on record and shall not take any fresh evidence 
in relation to the matter. 

10. The onlv contention raised by Shri S. S. Mukhcrjee 
appearing on behalf of the management is that the workman 
concerned was guilty of negligence and that the story of 
dacoity said to have been committed on the night of the in- 
cident is an afterthought as no mention of it was made by 
Krishna Bahadur during the departmental enquiry and since 
Krishna Bahadur was supposed to guard the properties of the 
management, there are no mitigating circumstances in his 
favour. The charge against Krishna Bahadur was fully estab- 
lished and his dismissal from service was justified. 

1 1 . Shri B. Lai on the other hand contended that Shri 
K. P. Singh admitted during the departmental enquiry that 
Krishna Bahadur had reported about the incident to him one 
and Half hour after the incident and since there was a tele- 
phone at the Chainpur siding, immediate action should have 
taken by the Supervisor to inform the police authorities so 
that the deceits could bo apprehended but nothing was done. 
According to Shri B. Lai, Shri Krishna Bahadur did not make 
any noise after seeing the dacoits because when he saw them, 
the dacoits were already leaving by the truck on which they 
had come and in the opinion of Shri B. Lai the domestic 
enquiry conducted against Krishna Bahadur was perverse and 
biased and hence the action taken by the management in 
dismissing the concerned workman from service was not 
justified. 

12. I have carefully gone through the written statement 
and other documents on record and it is true that it is men- 
tioned in paragraph 19 of the workmen's written statement 
that the enquiry officer was biased and had not properly ap- 
preciated the materials before him but there is no evidence 
before me that Krishna Bahadur did not understand the en- 
quiry proceedings or that Shri M. P. Varma who conducted the 
domestic enquiry was in any way biased against Krishna 
Bahadur, Hence it must be held hat the departmental en- 
quiry proceedings were conducted properly and the en- 
quiry officer had no bias against Krishna Bahadur but I do 
not agree with Shri S. S. Mukherjce that there arc no mitigat- 
ing circumstances and that Krishna Bahadur deserved the 
punishment of dismissal. Krishna Bahadur has been in service 
of the management for 20 years. This long period of service 
should have been taken into consideration by the manage- 
ment in imposing punishment on Krishna Bahadur, and it 
was at the earliest opportunity that Krishna Bahadur stated 
that a dacoity took place on the night of the incident and 
that the dacoits were armed and that he had no arms. Under 
the circumstances Krishna Bahadur did not raise any noise 
for fear of his life but it is on record that he informed Sri 
K. P. Singh, Supervisor one hand half hour after the incident 
and that the management, had telephone connection at Chain- 
pur siding where the alleged dacoity is said to have taken 
place. If the Supervisor had taken immediate action and had 
informed the police authorities it is possible that the dacoits 
might have been apprehended. It may be stated that Shri 
K, P. Singh admitted at the departmental enquiry that 
Krishna Bahadur had reported to him about the incident one 
and half hour after the incident but he took no action. There 
was thus negligence on the part of the Supervisor also. 

13. For the above reasons I am of the opinion that the 
punishment of dismissal given to concerned workman was 
too drastic an action and that ends of justice would have 
been served if he was suspended without pay for 10 day® 
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under paragraph 27 of the standing orders of the colliery. 
Both Shri S. S. Mukherjce and Shri B. Lai conceeded that 
this Tribunal has power to reduce the punishment imposed on 
Krishna Bahadur, 

14. Considering all the circumstances mentioned bove my 
award is that the action of the management of West Bokaro 
Colliery of M/s. West Bokaro Limited, P.O. Ghatotand, 
Dist. Hazaribagh in dismissing Shri Krishna Bahadur from 
service with effect from 9-10-1971 was not justified, Shri 
Krishna Bahadur is entitled to be reinstated at his original 
post and is also entitled to get the back wages with effect 
from 18-10-1971 along with other emoluments to which he 
was entitled. For the period between 9-10-71 and 18-10-71 
Krishna Bahadur should be treated as being under suspension 
without pay under clause 27 of the standing orders of the 
colliery. 

15. Let a copy of this award be sent to the Central Gov- 
ernment under section 15 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947. 

D. D. SETH, Presiding Officer. 


New Delhi, the 3rd February, 1973 

S.O. 481. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the. Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dis- 
pute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Pure Jambad Colliery of Messrs Pure Jambad Colliery 
(Private) Limited, Post Office Bahula, District Burdwan and 
their workmen, which was received by the Central Govern- 
ment on the 30th January, 1973. 

LNo. L-19012/99/71-LRIL] 
KARNA1L SINGH, Under Secy. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 
CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 8 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Pure Jambad 
Colliery of Messrs Pure Jambad Collieries (Private! 
Limited . 

AND 

Their workmen 

Present : 

Sri S. N. Bagchl — Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

On behalf of Employers— Sri Monoj Kr. Mukhcrjee, Advo- 
cate. 

On behalf of Workmen — Sri B. S. Azad, General Secretary, 
Khand Shramik Congress, 

State : West Bengal. Industry : Coal Mine. 

AWARD 


By Order No. L/I912/99/71-LRJI, dated 7th February, 
1972, the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour 
and Rehabilitation, Department of Labour and Employment, 
referred the following dispute existing between the employers 
in relation to the management of Pure lambad Colliery of 
Messrs Pure lambad Collieries (Private) Limited and their 
workmen, to this tribunal, for adjudication, namely: 

“Whether the action of the management of Pure 
Jambad Collier of Messrs Pure Jambad Collieries 
(Private) Limited, Post Office Bahula, District 
Burdwan, in reducing the train fare to the workmen 
mentioned hereinundcr from 2nd to 3rd Class with 


effect from the 1st February, 1971, without notice 
under Section 9A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 
1947, is legal and justified? If not, to what relief 
these workmen are entitled? 


Si. No. Name Designation 

1. Kishru Chumnr 

2. Budhiram Chamar 

3. Seonandan Chamar 

4. Sulanti Chamar 

5. Milu Chamar 

6. Sakaldip Chamar 

7. Dalip Chamar 

8. Surju Chamar 

9. Sattan Chamar 

10. Joimongol Chamar 

11. Sawaru Chumar 

12. Basil Singh 

13. Foudar Chamar 

14. Mewal Chamar 

15. Jhuruli Chamar 

16. Munarik Chamar 

17. Basil Chamar 

18. Gunai Chamar 

19. Gunraj Chamar 

20. Ramkamal Chamar 

21. Rajdeo Bhar 

22. Rangai Chamur 

23. Mahcsh Chamar 

24. No. 2 Ghurahn Bhar 

25. Rutan Gorari 

26. Abdul Hakim Mia 

27. Mongru Chamar 

28. Jilongi Chamar 

29. Fagu Chamar 

30. Ramnath Chamar 

31. Ganpet Chantux 

32. Panohu Chamar 

33. Nundkishor Chamar 

34. Badhu Chamar 

35. Balkaran Chamar 

36. No. 1 Balli Chamar 

37. No. 2 Balli Chamar 

38. Narayan Singh 

39. Rashikial Jadab 

40. Rudal Mondal 

41. Balihari Chamar 

42. Jaduram Chamar 

43. Biswanath Harijan 

44. Umrais Harijan 

45. Purnabashi Chamar 

46. Bonshi Chamar 

47. Rajballi Chamar 

48 . Gopal fleldar 

49. Tufani Chamar 

50. Chhobilal Chamar 

51. Sudama Chamar 

52. Sukraj Chamar 

53. Rumsaran Dosad 

54. Mishrilal Chamar 

55. Ambika Jadab 

56. Pulanalal Lulu 

57. Sovi Mia 


Loader 
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No. Name 

Designation 

58. Nngeswar Chamnr 

Loader 

59. Mongru Chamar 


60. Sahadcb Chamar 

l> 

61. Sodafal Chamar 

»i 

62. Narayan Chamar 

>» 

63. Baliram Chamar 

it 

64. Fulchand Chamar 

M 

65. Hardeo Chamar 

M 

66 Mithailal Chamar 

It 

67. Kushabar Chamar 

ft 

68. Salgu Cbnmar 

r* 

69. Mohit Chamar 

„ 

70. Sagram Chamar 

M 

71. Bikhari Chamar 

It 

72. I.otan Chamar 

II 

73. Ganpot Chamar 

ft 

74. Lohar Chamar 

It 

75. Ftarimongol Chamar 

x. 

76. Misbri Chamar 

,♦ 

77. Kcdu Kheda Chamar 

V 

78. Bhutan Kahar 

,, 

79, Ramashioy Keori 

It 

80, Ramadara Beldar 

>> 

81. Rampet Rajbhar 

82. Balia Rajbhar 

*•» 

83. Muruli Harijan 

>1 

84. Sidhu Harijan 

II 

85. Ramsakal Harijan 

If 

86. Najrulla Mia 

l» 

87. Kaldeo Rajbhar 

II 


2. The management filed its statement of case on 17th 
March, 1972 while the union representing the workmen 
filed its statement of case on 28th October, 1972. The 
management asserts that the workmen whose names are 
given in the list attached to the Schedule to the order of 
reference are all loaders belonging to Group IV in Central 
Wage Board recommendations. As are recommendations 
of the said Central Wage Board loaders belonging to Group 
IV are not entitled to 2nd CIrss train fare nor the employer 
is liable to pay the same and as such the question of reduc- 
ing the fare from 2nd class to 3rd class does not arise, The 
employer during the period from September 1969 to Decem- 
ber, 1970 paid the concerned workmen 2nd class train fare 
due to mis-apprehension of facts and law and as soon as 
this was detected the loaders are not paid 2nd class train 
fare and the payment of 2nd class train fare has been 
stopped. Payment of train fare is not a condition of service 
and as such the question of any notice under Section 9A 
of the Industrial Disputes Act does not arise. 

3. The workmen in its statement of case filed by the union 
assert that the workmen were getting 3rd Class train fare 
upto the year 1968. Thereafter the management started 
to give 2nd class train fare under the Wage Board re- 
commendations. Such payment continued upto the year 
1970. After 1970 the management suddenly reduced the 
train fare facilities of the loaders from 2nd class to 3rd 
class without giving any notice which is quite unjustified. 
The union approach the management to continue payment 
of the 2nd class train fare to the loaders of the underground 
whose basic wage exceeds Rs. 165/- per month but the 
management did not consider the same. The train fare is 
also in the service condition of the workmen. Without 
giving any notice under Section 9A of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act changing the train fare from 2nd class to 3rd 
class is highly unjustified. The act of the management in 
reducing the train fare from 2nd class to 3rd class without 
notice and reason is highly unjustified, unfair and against 
natural justice. So the workmen demand that the manage- 
ment should continue to pay 2nd class train fare to the 


underground loaders and pay arrears of train fare from the 
date of stoppage. 

4. The dispute as referred to for adjudication is not an in- 
dustrial dispute under Section 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act. Pages 70 and 71, Volume I of the Central Wage 
Board recommendations categorise 5 groups of workmen. 
Group IV basic wage Rs. 6/- per day, Full back wage 
Rs. 6/- per day. Loaders have been classified in Group 
IV for which the Wage Board recommended basic wage of 
Rs. 6/- per day exclusive of bonus, underground allowance 
and dearness allowance. At page 131, in paragraph 34 of 
the said recommendations it is stated, “As has been stated 
in the earlier chapter of this Report we are consolidating 
the wages of the workmen at index Mo. 166 which has in- 
creased the basic wages of the workmen substantially. 
Therefore, as a necessary consequence, we will have to mako 
suitable adjustments in these salary slabs. We have care- 
fully considered this matter and recommend as follows: 

If the workmen's basic wage is Rs. 165 or 

less per month ... Ill class 

If the workmen's basic wage is above Rs. 

165 and upto 265 p.m. ... II class 

If the workmen's basic wage is above 265 

per month ... I class 

35. Subject to the modifications recommended above 
the other conditions governing the grant of rail- 
way fare shall continue." 

So, the Wage Board recommendations as in paragraph 34, 
page 131, Volume I are to be read with paragraph 36, page 
70 and paragraph 38, page 71, The management imple- 
mented the Wage Board recommendations relating to grant 
of railway fare to loaders and miners, classified as Group 
IV by the Central Wage Board recommendations. They 
paid the workmen concerned 2nd class railway fare while 
implementing the Wage Board recommendations during the 
period from September 1969 to December, 1970. The mana- 
gement contends that due to mis-apprehension of fact and 
law the loaders, I mean group IV workmen whose basic 
wage is Rs. 6/- or fall back wage is Rs. 6/- per day for 26 
working days and who cannot have their basic wage per 
month more than Rs. 156/- should have been considered 
as workmen whose basic wages are Rs. 165/- or less per 
month as in paragraph 34, page 131, Volume I of the Coal 
Wage Board recommendations and should have been given 
during the period from September 1969 to December 1970 
3rd class railway fare but not 2nd class railway fare having 
regard to the recommendations of the Central Wage Board 
for Coal Mining Industry embodied in paragraph 36, page 
70 and paragraph 34 page 131, Volume 1 of the recommen- 
dations. But the management through mis-apprehension of 
fact and law gave the workmen concerned 2nd class railway 
fare instead of 3rd class railway fare dLiring the period 
aforesaid. When the management detected the error it stop- 
ped payment of 2nd class railway fare to the workmen con- 
cerned in the dispute as they are entitled to 3rd class rail- 
way fare in view of the recommendations of the Central 
Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry as embodied in para- 
graph 36 page 70 and paragraph 38 page 71 and paragraph 
34 page 131 of Volume I of the recommendations but 
wrongly implemented by the management. 

5. The workmen through the union assert that the work- 
men are entitled to 2nd class railway fare under the Coal 
Wage Board recommendations as the basic wage of loaders 
exceeded Rs. 165/- per month. Unless there were the re- 
commendations of the Central Wage Board relating to grant 
of railway fare to workmen loaders and such recommenda- 
tions had not been implemented by the management either 
rightly or wrongly, there can be no basis for the claim of 
the workmen concerned either for 3rd class railway fare 
or for 2nd class railway fare. The management Implement- 
ed the recommendations of Coal Wage Board during the 
period from September 1969 to December 1970 and that ac- 
cording to the management was done upon misapprehension 
of law and facts that means the relative recommendations 
of the Coal Wage Board as already mentioned. The 
management detected its error and stopped paying 2nd 
class railway fare to the workmen concerned. The work- 
men concerned demand that in implementation of the re- 
commendations of the Coal Wage Board that was imple- 
mented by the management, they were entitled in terms of 
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the recommendations not to 3rd class railway fare but to 
2nd class railway fare. Under the implemented recom- 
mendations ol' the Coal Wage Board, the workmen are en- 
titled to a benefit existing in their favour, such as railway 
fare. The management implemented the recommendations 
to the benefit of the workmen during the period from Sep- 
termber, 1969 to December 1970 but suddenly with-held the 
benefit on the plea that on mis-apprehension of fact and law 
relating to the recommendations of the Coal Wage Board, 
the implementation of such recommendations by the 
management in favour ol the workmen was not justified. 
The workmen assert that in terms of the Wage Hoard recom- 
mendations that have been implemented by the manage- 
ment before withdrawing the benefit as implemented, follow- 
ing the recommendations of the Wage Board, they are en- 
titled, on a correct interpretation of the relevant recommenda- 
tions of the Wage Hoard that had been implemented to (he 
benefit of the workmen, but has now been with-held by the 
management, the workmen are entitled to 2nd class railway 
fare each. Therefore, the question will be what is the exist- 
ing right to the benefit to which the workmen arc entitled 
under the recommendations of the Wage Hoard that were 
implemented by the management for the period already men- 
tioned in relation to their claim for railway fare. If by 
correct interpretation of the recommendations of the Wage 
Board it is found that the workmen concerned are entitled 
to 2nd class railway fare, from the time of stoppage of pay- 
ment of such railway fare to the workmen till the date of the 
award, they should be provided with such benefit having 
regard to such of the workmen who had during the period 
from December, 1970 till now had actually performed the 
journey to their respective native places and back therefrom 
to the place ol their work at the colliery. Therefore what 
is said to be a dispute referred to for adjudication purport- 
ing to be one under Section 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act is not an industrial dispute. The workmen are entitled 
to certain benefits on the implemented recommendations of 
the Wage Hoard. The management implemented the rele- 
vant recommendations to the benefit of the workmen but 
from January, 1971 the management upon their own inter- 
pretation of the relevant recommendations of the Coal Wage 
Hoard stopped the already implemented benefit to the dis- 
advantage of the workmen concerned. Therefore, it is a 
case which clearly comes within the ambit of Section 33C(2) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act in view of the principles esta- 
blished by the decision in the case of Central Bank of India 
Ltd. and others vj. Rajagopalan (P.S.) and others, reported 
in 1963 II LLJ p. 89 (S.C.) and in the case of East India 
Coal Company Ltd. (by Chief Mining Engineer), Bararee 
Colliery, Dhanbad and Ramcswar and others, reported in 
1968 1 LLJ p. 6 (S. C.). It has been laid down by their 
Lordships of the Supreme Court that dispute which is not an 
industrial dispute under Section 2(k) of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, an Industrial Tribunal would not acquire juris- 
diction to entertain such an apparent dispute and to adjudi- 
cate upon such a dispute when such a dispute comes not 
within the scope of Section 2(k) of the l.D. Act but within 
the scope of Section 33C(2) of the Act, 

6. Here is the case where the principles as laid down by 
the Supreme Court, quoted above, is aptly applicable. The 
workmen are entitled to the existing benefit under the recom- 
mendations of the Coal Wage Board which the manage- 
ment had implemented for certain period but withheld the 
benefit interpreting the relevant recommendations to the dis- 
advantage of the workmen. The workmen complained that 
on lawful interpretation of the recommendations, they are 
entitled to the benefits existing under the recommendations 
of the Central Wage Board for Coal Mining Industry that 
were implemented by the management but were with-hcld 
after implementation for a certain period. Accordingly, the 
question will be what is the right to the existing benefit under 
the relevant recommendations of the Coal Wage Board 
and how the benefit is to be computed if it is computable 
in money value. The workmen arc entitled either to 2nd 
class railway fare or to 3rd class railway fare under the 
recommendations of the Coal Wage Board on the basis of 
the relevant recommendation. Therefore, a Labour Court 
shall have to interprete the recommendations of the Coal 
Wage Board and to find out whether the implementation of 
the recommendations of the Coal Wage Board that was 
made by the management to the advantage of the workmen 
could have been withdraw to the disadvantage of the work- 
men. Therefore, the whole question would rest on the 
lawful interpretation of the workmen’s existing right to the 


benefit of a particular class of railway fare, as embodied in 
the relevant recommendations of the Coal Wage Board, that 
had been implemented by the management to the benefit of 
the workmen concerned of which they have been subsequent- 
ly deprived by the management upon its own interpretation 
of the relevant recommendations of the Wage Board. 


7. So, the reference as constituted docs not cover an in- 
dustrial dispute within Sec. 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes 
Act but covers an "existing right to a benefit" within Section 
33C.(2) of the Industrial Disputes Act. Therefore, this tri- 
bunal has acquired no jurisdiction to entertain and to adju- 
dicate upon the dispute. If the workmen are so advised, 
they may approach the Labour Court with proper applica- 
tion under Section 330(2) of the Act. In the result the 
reference is rejected. This is my award. 

Dated, January 18. 1973. S. N. BAGCHI, Presiding Officer. 


New Delhi, the 5th February, 1973 

S.O. 482. — In pursuance of section J7 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
North Hast Salanpur Colliery, Post Office Samdi, District 
Burdwan and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 1st February, 1973, 

(No. L-19012/18/72-LR1L] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL AT 
CALCUTTA 

-- -juju 

Reference No. 23 of 1972 

Parties ; Employers in relation to the management of North 
East Salanpur Colliery, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Present : 

Sri S. N. Bagehi- — Presiding Officer. 

Appearance : 

On behalf of Employers— Sri Monoj Kumar Mukherjee, 
On behalf of Workmen — Absent. 

State : West Bengal Industry : Coal Mine 

AWARD 

By Order No. L/190J2/18/72-LR11, dated 6th April, 1972, 
the Government of Tndia, in the Ministry of Labour and Re- 
habilitation, Department of Labour and Employment, refer- 
red the following dispute existing between the employers in 
relation to the management of North East Salanpur Colliery 
and their workmen, to this tribunal, for adjudication, name- 
ly : 

“Whether the action of the innugement of North East 
Salanpur Colliery, Post Office Samdi, District Burd- 
wan, in dismissing from service Shri Cham Chandra 
Mahata, Mining Sirdar, with eflect from the 4th 
December, 1971, is justified? If not, to what relief 
is the workman entitled?” 

2. In response to notice issued by this tribunal both the 
parties submitted their respective statement of case. On 22nd 
December, 1972 which was the date for peremptory hearing 
of the case, the parties stated that they had arrived at a com- 
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promise and produced a memorandum of compromise and 
prayed for an award in terms of the said memorandum of 
compromise. As the letter of authority filed by the Union 
was not in conformity with Section 36(1 )(a) read with Rule 
36 and Form F, the tribunal fixed to-day i.e. 22-1-1973 for 
filing a proper authority. Sri Sunil Sen, Organising Secretary 
of the Union who was present on that day was duly inform- 
ed of the matter and the date, 

3. To-day when the case was called out, the employer is 
present through its learned Advocate but the workmen is 
absent. In view of the circumstances stated above, it is pre- 
sumed that there is no dispute at present existing between the 
parties and as such a ‘no dispute’ award is rendered in the 
matter. 

This is my award. 

Dated, January 22, 1973. S. N. BAGCHI, Presiding Officer. 


New Delhi, 3th February, 1973 

S.O. 483. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Govern- 
ment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, in the industrial dispute 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Gazdhar Kajora Colliery of Messrs Gazdhar Gajora Coal 
Mines Limited, Post Office Kajoragram, District Burdwan 
and their workmen, which was received by the Central 
Government on the 1st February, 1973. 

[No. L-19012/77/71-LR1L] 
KARNAIL SINGH, Under Secy. 

CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA. 

Reference No. 6 of 1972 

Parties : 

Employers in relation to the management of Gazdhar 
Kajora Colliery of Messrs Gazdhar Kajora Coal 
Mines Limited, 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

Present : 

Sri S. N. Bagchi— Presiding Officer. 

Appearances : 

On behalf of Employers — Sri Nilmoni Goswami. 

On behalf of Workmen — Sri B. S, Azad, General Secre- 
tary, Khan Shramik Congress. 

State : West Bengal Industry : Coal Mine. 

AWARD 

By Order No. L/ 19 12/77/7 1-LRII, dated 29th January, 
1972, the Government of India, in the Ministry of Labour 
and Rehabilitation, Department of Labour and Employ- 
ment, referred the following dispute existing between the 
employers in relation to the management of Gazdhar Kajora 
Colliery of Messrs Gazdhar Kajora Coal Mines Limited and 
their workmen, to this tribunal, for adjudication, namely : 

“Whether the action of the management of Gazdhar 
Kajora Colliery of Messrs Gazdhar Kajora Coal 
Mines Limited, Post Office Kajoragram, Burdwan, 
in stopping from work Shri Sunil Kumar Nandi, 
Mechanical Fitter Mazdoor, with effect from the 
22nd October, 1970, by invoking the provisions of 
Standing Order 10(f) of the Certified Standing 
Orders of the establishment, is justified? If not. to 
what relief is the workman entitled?” 


2. In response to the notice issued by this tribunal to the 
management and to the union, Khan Shramik Congress, the 
management’s statement of case was accepted on 27-2-1972. 
The management asserted that the dispute referred to for 
adjudication was not an industrial dispute under Sec. 2(k) 
of the Industrial Disputes Act as the union espousing the 
cause of the workman had not lodged any charter of de- 
mand relating to the dispute referred to for adjudication 
before any authority of the management although the union 
raised the dispute referred to for adjudication straight off 
before the conciliatory authority. 

3. The union espousing the cause of the workman filed 
its statement of case which was accepted on 28-10-72. In 
paragraph 4 of the statement of case the union made several 
statements relating to a dispute that had not been referred 
to for adjudication by this tribunal. In regard to the dis- 
pute referred to for adjudication, the union in its statement 
of ease did not assert that the charter of demand relating 
to the dispute referred to for adjudication was laid by the 
union espousing the cause of the workman before the 
authority of the management and that after the authority of 
the management refused to concede to the demand of the 
workman raised on its behalf by the union, the union had 
approached with the demand relating to the dispute under 
reference before (he conciliatory authority. 

4. On 27-10-72 the management appeared through its 
officer while the union through its General Secretary. The 
written statement filed by the management was not duly 
verified. The gentleman who appeared on behalf of the 
management wanted to verify the written statement and he 
was allowed to do so. The case was adjourned for per- 
emptory hearing to 20th December, 1972. On 28-10-72 the 
union espousing the cause of the workman filed the written 
statement showing cause of delay and it was, therefore, 
accepted. On 20-12-72 when the case was called on for 
hearing the General Secretary of the union Sri Azad filed 
an application for adjournment of the case as he was 
suffering from fever. The case was adjourned for hearing 
on 15-1-1973. On 15-1-1973 the management appeared 
through its officer and the union through its General Secre- 
tary Sri Azad, Besides calling for certain documents Shri 
Azad filed an additional written statement which was accept- 
ed. In that additional written statement in paragraph 3 it 
was stated, "After receiving the written statement from the 
employer, the union go through the written statement and 
submit that the workman approached before the manage- 
ment on 8-4-72 and the union approached before the 
management Gazdhar Kajora colliery on 17-4-71. Due to 
pressure of hard work the union neglected to indicate in his 
written statement. However the petitioner submitting that 
the union approached before the management so this re- 
ference is legal and according to law. The true copy of the 
union's letter dated 17.4.71 is enclosed as aunexure D”, 

5. The employer filed a rejoinder to the additional writ- 
ten statement of the union. As the additional written 
statement was accepted so the rejoinder also. In the 
rejoinder vide paragraph 3 the management asserts. “The 
employer, however, emphatically deny that the union ap- 
proached the management on 17-4-71 or on any other date 
as allegd therein, The employer further states that the 
copy of the union’s letter purported to bear the date 17-4-71 
is a fabricated and forged letter in as much as no such letter 
was received by the employer”. 

6. At the hearing, the only relevant point which is a 
preliminary point, was pressed by the management. The 
management's case is that before raising the dispute, referred 
to for adjudication, with the conciliation officer, the union 
espousing the cause of the workman had not lodged the 
charter of demand relating to the dispute under reference 
before any authority of the management. In the first written 
statement, as I have pointed out, the union made no state- 
ment relating to its lodging the demand relating to the dis- 
pute under reference before any authority of the management 
at any time. In the additional written statement, the union 
in paragraph 3 states that the union approached before the 
management Gazdhar Kajora Colliery on 17-4-71. Again 
in that paragraph it is stated, “however the petitioner sub- 
mitting that the union approached before the management 
so this reference is legal and according to law”. After 
rhose typed written words a hand-written sentence occur 
which reads as “A true copy of the union’s letter dated 
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17-4-71 is enclosed as onnexure D”. The moot point for 
decision Is whether the union espousing the cause of the 
workman served the letter dated 17-4-71 laying thereby the 
charter of demand relating to the dispute referred to for 
adjudication, before any authority of the management, es- 
pousing the cause of the workman concerned. So, evidence 
on this point was led by both the parties. 

7. The burden of proving that on 17-4-71 the union had 
served a letter containing the charter of demand relating to 
the dispute referred to for adjudication on behalf of the 
workman befoie any authority of the management lies on 
the workman. For the workman, came witness no. 1 
Shyamlal Kahar, Organising Secretary of Khan Shramik 
Congress. That gentleman does not know English. He 
took a letter written in English with a signature thereon in 
English to the office of Gauzdhar Kajora Colliery at Kajoru. 
In the manager’s office the manager was then absent. There 
was a babu in the office whose name the witness did not 
know. The witness handed over that letter meaning the 
letter written in English and signed in English to that babu 
who gave him a receipt which is dated 14-11-70 marked X 
for identification. The witness having no knowledge of 
English language and script could never be competent to 
prove a document written in English. So, the receipt was 
marked X for identification. From whom this receipt was 
obtained? The Organising Secretary of a union does not 
know to whom on earth he delivered the letter. The Orga- 
nising Secretary is not a child nor I can consider him to be 
so naive that he would not ascertain the name of the person 
who would grant him a receipt on receiving a letter and 
signing the receipt with hieroglyphics and impressing the 
same with a rubber stamp impression reading “for Ouzdar 
Kajora Coal Mines Ltd., Manager". The receipt marked X 
for identification relating to its written contents appearing 
in English language could not be proved by the witness ns 
he admitted that he did not know English. Then the Union 
Secretary who was examining the witness asked the ques- 
tion, “You took a letter the copy of which is this?" The 
copy is wholly typed in English and signed by somebody in 
English. So, the question put by the Union Secretary to a 
person who is blind to English language regarding a letter 
appearing in English language with signature in English was 
found to be irrelevant. So, that copy could not be proved. 
Moreover, the letter being of the date 14-11-70 has no 
relevancy so far as the point now is under consideration. 
This witness stated, “I took a letter to the office of the 
Guzdar Kajora Colliery at Kajora on 17-4-71. At that time 
the Manager was not present in the office. I handed over 
the letter I took to a Babu who was in then the office, I 
do not know his name. The Babu took the letter, read it 
and put rubber stamp impression on this receipt and handed 
over the receipt to me. The witness does not know English, 
so the receipt which he claimed that he had got from a babu 
whose name he did not know could not be proved, so far 
as its contents are concerned, as the receipt appears wholly 
in English language with hieroglyphics of an initial of a 
babu and with a rubber stamp impression reading us “for 
Guzdar Kajora Coal Mines Ltd., Manager”. So, the receipt 
was marked Y for identification. As the contents of the 
two receipts have not been proved according to law, this tri- 
bunal cannot look into the contents of the receipts marked 
X and Y for identification. Those arc only two blank papers 
so far as this proceeding is concerned because the person 
who claimed to have had received the receipts from two 
Babus respectively whose names he did not know could not 

f irovo the contents of the receipt appearing wholly in English 
anguage nor could he prove the initials on the receipts 
appearing in hieroglyphics. So, by mere oral evidence as 
adduced by the witness, the union could not prove that any 
letter dated 17-4-71 was taken by any person to any autho- 
rity of the management and was delivered to that authority 
of the management, The evidence in examination in- 
chief of the witness Organising Secretary of Khan Shramik 
Congress, typed on the paper at my dictation, does not 
rove a whit of the fact that on 17-4-71 a letter was taken 
y the Organising Secretary of the union addressed to any 
authority of the management and was handed over to that 
authority of the management on 17-4-71. The witness was 
cross-examined. The witness proved himself to be blatlant 
liar. He went to Guzdar Kajora Colliery’s manager's office 
twice but he could not remember to which direction, whether 
East or West, North or South, the office room of the mana- 
ger faces. The witness has got a Peon book. The witness 
is the Organising Secretary. Peon book is used when neces- 
sary and is not used when it is not necessary, as per the 


witness. A peon book is maintained for entry of letter 
issued and delivered to addresses. There is no explanation 
why if the peon hook is maintained by the union for the 
purpose as deposed to by the witness, the Organising Secretary 
did not take the letters entered in the peon book and did not 
get the signature with rubber stamp impression of the 
authority of the management to whom the witness claimed 
to have had delivered the letter in question. The witness 
was asked if he could identify the babus to whom he had 
delivered the letter on two occasions. He gave a very 
arrogant reply saying, “] have taken any photographs of 
the persons whom 1 have on both occasions delivered the 
letters concerned”. The statements, so far reviewed, as made 
by the witness, clearly make him a blattant liar. He was 
found out in his further statement. He went to the office 
of the manager twice but he could not remember how many 
clerks were working on both the occasions in the office 
room of the Manager when he had taken the two letters 
mentioned. He did not enquire of the men to whom he 
delivered the letters as to wnat were their respective names 
and what was their suspective official designations. He 
delivered the two letters on two occasions to two different 
babus. He did not take the first letter on 14-11-71. His 
entire evidence is false and false to the backbone. There 
is a very peculiar circumstance which makes the two receipts 
clearly false and fabricated. The two receipts marked X 
and Y for identification each bears a rubber stamp impres- 
sion reading as “For Guzdhar Kajors Coal Mines Ltd., 
Manager”. Each letter of the said impression is very much 
clear and bold in type as appearing in the two rubber 
stamp impressions. The Manager of the colliery M. A. 
Ansari deposed. The manager said "the letters of the rubber 
stamp impressions on the documents marked X and Y for 
identification covering all the words combined make a 
bigger size in comparison with the size of the rubber stamp 
used in our documents and in the documents as appearing 
in the written statement filed in Reference case No. 121 of 
1971". On 16-12-72 award was rendered in that reference 
case in which Guzdhar Kajora Colliery figured as the 
management. Roughly by putting scale against the impres- 
sion “for Guzdhar Kajora Coal Mines Ltd., Manager” 
appearing in the written statement filed by the said colliery 
in Reference case No. 121 of 1971 and against the impres- 
sions "for Guzdhar Kajora Coal Mines Ltd., Manager 1 ’ as 
appearing in the two receipts marked X and Y for identi- 
fication, it will appear that the impressions “for Guzdar 
Kajora Coal Mines Ltd,, Manager” on the written state- 
ment measure 2,1" (one) inches whereas the impressions on 
the two documents marked X and Y for identification 
measure 2.3". Not only in naked eyes, but the difference 
in the measurements is detectable by measuring scale also. 
The manager further stated, “the nubber stamp impressions, 
reading “for Guzdar Kajora Coal Mines Ltd., Manager” in 
Reference case No. 121 of 1971 are smaller in linear align- 
ment covering the words compared to the rubber stamp 
impression on the documents marked X and Y. This state- 
ment is verified to be correct. The witness further stated 
“our rubber stamp impressions on our documents filed in 
proceeding No. 121 of 1971 are in a seal which is being 
used still now, give blurred impressions due to constant use 
for a long time. But the rubber stamp impressions on the 
documents marked X and Y for identification are clear and 
do not suffer from any sign of constant use.” These state- 
ments are found to be correct on verification. “The letter 
T for the word ’for’ in our rubber stamp impressions is not 
capita], whereas the letter ‘f for the word ‘for’ in the rubber 
stamp impressions in the documents marked X and Y for 
identification is in capital letter skid the manager." This 
statement is found correct on verification. This witness 
gave out several other points, showing that the rubber stamp 
impressions, appearing on the documents marked X and Y for 
identification, could never be the rubber stamp impressions 
of the manager’s seal that has been in use from before 
1969 by the colliery concerned which was produced before 
the tribunal and marked ‘Material Ext. Ml’. I have seen 
the documents, the rubber stamp impressions and the seaj 
containing the rubber stamp impression of the management. 
1 find that the rubber stamp impressions, appearing on the 
documents marked X and Y for identification, cannot be 
of the seal of the same rubber stamp impression reading as 
“for Guzdar Kajora Coal Mines Ltd., Manager” as appear- 
ing in the documents, filed by the management either in the 
present proceeding, or in the proceeding of the reference 
case No. 121 of 1971. So, from this aspect the two receipts 
marked X and Y for identification are false and forged 
and the witness who came to prove the genuiness of the 
receipts marked X and Y for identification and the facts 
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relating to handing over of the letters to two different 
babus, deposed falsely on oath before this Tribunal. The 
point at issue which was required to be proved by cogent 
and unimeachable evidence by the union could not proved 
by the union. The General Secretary of the union who 
examined the witness was the author of the letter dated 
17-4-71. He did not have the courage to board the witness 
box and to prove the copy of such letter which he attempted 
to prove through witness who was blind to English language 
and was not, therefore, competent to prove the so called 
copy of a so called letter, dated 17-4-71. The Manager of 
the Colliery who deposed on oath said that no such letter 
as deposed to by the Organising Secretary of the Khan 
Shramik Congress or as stated in the additional written 
statement had ever been served on any authority of the 
management at any time. 

8. Accordingly, I find that before approaching the A.L.C., 
(Central), Raniganj, with the demand relating to the 
dispute referred to for adjudication by this tribunal the 
union espousing the cause of the workman had not lodged 
the charter of demand before any authority of the manage- 
ment cither on 17-4-71 or on any earlier date. Therefore, 
the dispute referred to for adjudication is not an industrial 
dispute under Section 2(k) of the Industrial Disputes Act 
in view of the principles laid down in the cases of Raju’s 
Cafe, Coimbatore & Ors, vr. Industrial Tribunal Coimbatore 
4 Anr., 1951 TLLI, p. 219 (Madras High Court), Sindhu 
Resettlement Corporation Ltd. and Industrial Tribunal, 
Gujarat & Ors., 1968 I LLI p. 834 (Supreme Court) and 
Fedders Lloyd Corporation Private Ltd. and Lt. Governor, 
Delhi & Ors., F.L.R. 1970(20) p.343 (Delhi High Court). 

9. In the result, the dispute referred to for adjudication 
being not an industrial dispute, this tribunal has acquired 
no jurisdiction to entertain and adjudicate upon the dispute, 
and as such the reference is rejected. 


AWARD 

By Order No. L/19012/101 /71-LRII, dated 29th Decem- 
ber, 1971, the Government of India, in the Ministry of 
Labour, and Rehabilitation, Department of Labour and Em- 
ployment, referred the following industrial dispute existing 
between the employers in relation to the management of 
Nags Kajora Jambad Colliery and their workmen, to this 
tribunal, for adjudication, namely: 

“Whether the action of the management of Nag’s 
Kajora Jambad Colliery, P.O. Ukhra, Dlstt. Burd- 
wan to stop Shri Montu Mukherjee from working 
as Explosive Carrier at the Colliery with effect 
from the 14th July, 1971, is justified? If not, to 
what relief is the said workman entitled?" 

2. Both sides are present. The parties have entered into 
a compromise over the dispute referred to for adjudication. 
The terms of the compromise are fair, just equitable and 
beneficial to the interest of the workmen. 1 , therefore, re- 
cord the compromise, and as prayed for by the parties, an 
award is rendered in terms of the compromise petition which 
shall form part of the award. 

Dated. lanuarv 24, 197.3, 

S. N. BAGCHT, Presiding Officer. 

BEFORE THE CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL 
TRIBUNAL 

No. 20, British Indian Street, Calcutta l 
Reference No, 2 of 1972 

Parties ; 


This is my award. 

S. N. BAGCHI, Presiding Officer. 
Dated, 20th January, 1973, 


New Delhi, the 5th February, 1973 

S.O. 484. — In pursuance of Section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Calcutta, In (he industrial dis- 
pute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Nag's Kajora Jambad Colliery, Post Office Ukhra, District 
Burdwan and their workmen, which was received by the 
Central Government on the 30th January, 1973. 

[No. L-19012/101/71-LRII. j 
KARNATE SINGH, Under Secy. 


CENTRAL GOVERNMENT INDUSTRIAL TRIBUNAL 
AT CALCUTTA 

Reference No. 2 of 1972 


Parties t 

Empjoyers in relation to the management of Nag’s Ka- 
jora Jambad Colliery. 

AND 

Their Workmen. 

PaiUesi 

Sri S. N. Bngchi — Presiding Officer. 

Appearance : 

On behalf of Employers— Sri S, Nag, Finance Officer. 

On behalf of Workmen — Sri B. S. Azad, General 

Secretary, Khan Shramik Congress. 

State: West Bengal Industry: Coal Mine. 


The Employers in relation to the management of Nag’s 
Kajora Jambad Colliery, P.O. Ukhra, Dlstt, Burd- 
wan, 

AND 

Their workmen represented by Khan Shramik Congress 
P.O. Ukhra, Distt. Burdwan. 

The employers and workmen jointly beg to state most 
humbly that by mutual discussion they have decided to settle 
their dispute which is the subject matter of this reference 
amicably on the following terms:— 

1. It is accepted by the workman that Sri Mantu Mukher- 

jee had at times worked as a casual and/or tem- 
porary hand in the employers establishment. 

2. As a gesture of goodwill it has been agreed that 

the management shall give rentilar employment to 
Sri Mantu Mukherjee with effect from 1-2-1973. 

3. The workmen agree with the employer’s contention 

lhat Sn Mantu Mukherjee had never worked as a 
permanent hand in the employer's establishment 
in the past and had worked at times as Badli and/ 
or temporary hand. 

4. That the worker will not be entitled to any other 

relief. 

The parties, therefore, jointly pray that the Hon’ble Tri- 
bunal will be pleased to permit the parlies to settle the mat- 
ter undci reference amicably oil the above terms and pass 
an Award accordingly treating this petition as a part there- 
of. and for this act of kindness your petitioners shall ever 
prav. 


S. NAG, 

Authorised representative A 
Finance Manager, 

Nag’s Kajora Jambad Colliery, 
P.O. Ukhra (Burdwan). 
Dated:— 


B. SINGH AZAD, Gen. Secy, 
Khan Shramik Congress, 
P. O. Ukhra, (Burdwan). 


Witness 1. 

Witness 2. 
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New Delhi, the 6th February, 1973 

S.O. 485. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Indus- 
trial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Gov- 
ernment hereby publishes the following award of the Arbi- 
trator in the industrial dispute between the management of 
Messrs Jaipur Udyog Limited, Sawainiadhopur, and their 
workmen represented by the Cement Mines Karamchari 
Sangh, Post Office Phalodi Quarry, Samaimadhopur, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 2nd Feb- 
ruary, 1973. 


(2) That he has been continuously working in the time 
office since 1959 and before that also he worked 
intermittently in that office. 

(3) That he was the senior most Time-Keeper in the 
time office and during this long service there was 
no complaint against him regarding his work. 

(4) That at times he officiated as Head Time Keeper 
for which he was paid acting allowance. 

(5) That Shri Bahadurpal Singh was the only Clerk 
in ‘A’ grade in 1953. 


[No, L-25012 '2/72-LR.IV'.] 


(6) That he was given two special increments in 1967 
in recognition of his outstanding performance. 


X, S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 
ARBITRATION AWARD 

(Under Section 1(1- A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 

In the matter of an industrial dispute between the man- 
agement of Phalodi Quarry of Messrs Jaipur Udyog Limit- 
ed, Sawainiadhopur and their workmen represented by the 
Cement Mines Karamchari Sangh, Phalodi Quarty (District: 
Sawainiadhopur) over the demand for promotion of Shri 
Bahadurpal Singh, Time-Keeper, Phalodi Quarry of Messrs 
Jaipur Udyog Limited, Sawalmadhopur). 

Present: 

Shri A. S. Gupta, Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(Central), Kota, 

ARBITRATOR 

Appearance: 


(7) That in last 3-4 years the Company has created 
new posts of Office Assistants, Assistants etc and 
those posts were filled up by promotions and some 
posts of the Clerks anti Time Keepers were also 
upgraded. But Shri Bahadurpal Singh’s claim lo 
these benefits was ignored in this process. The 
Company also promoted some employees, who 
were junior to Snri Bahadurpal Singh and who 
were working under him and who never officiated 
as Head Time Keeper and were also unsuitable in 
all other respects as compared to him. 

(8) That when Shri Bahadurpal Singh drew the atten- 
tion of the management to the injustice done to 
him and requested for his due promotion, the Com- 
pany in order to deprive him of his rightful claim 
tried to fill lip the vacancy by transferring one 
Shri C. P. Shukla, Assistant from Sawaimdhopur 
Cement Works to the General Time Office and they 
are now harassing him by alloting relieving duties 
thereby causing him to work vice a most junior 
Time-Keeper. 


On behalf of Employers : Shri P. Kumar, Labour 

Officer, Messrs Jaipur Udyog 
Limited., P.O. Phalodi 
Quarry (District: Sawaimn- 
dhopur). 

On behalf of Workman : 1. Shri Dcvilal Shandilya, 

General Secretary, Cement 
Mines Katamchnri Sangh, 
P. O. Phulodi Quarry (Dis- 
trict: Sawainiadhopur). 

2, Shri Ram Kisnore Sharma, 
Law Secretary, Cement 
Mines Karamchari Sangh, 
P, O. Phalodi Quarry (Dis- 
trict: Sawaimudhopur). 

State: Rajasthan Industry; Non-Coal Mines (Limestone) 

By an arbitration Agreement dated 27th May, 1972 pub- 
lished by the Government of India in the Gazette of India 
under its order No. L. 25012/2/72. LR, IV dated 24th 
June, 1972 the following industrial dispute between the em- 
ployers in relation to the Phalodi Quarry of Messrs Jaipur 
Udyog Limited, Sawaimadhopur and their workmen was re- 
ferred to my arbitration under Section 10A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947, 

“Whether tho demand of the Cement Mines Karam- 
chari Sangh for the promotion of Shri Bahadurpal 
Singh, Time-Keeper, Phalodi Quarry as Assistant 
Head Time Keeper or Office Assistant in a suitable 
higher grade is justified? If so, to what relief is 
the workman entitled?” 

2. The matter was taken up on various dates but before 
I could make my award the time limit expired. As such 
by another agreement dated 2-1-1973 the parties extended 
this time limit upto 31-1-1973. 

3. The Uniqji in its written statement dated 10-8-1972 
has made the following submissions: — 

(1) That Shri Bahadurpal Singh has been working as 
a permanent hand in the Phalodi Quarry since 
23-7-1953, 


The Union has branded this action of the management 
as highly impartial and devoid of social justice and on the 
basis of the above submissions it has sought relief as em- 
bodied in the terms of reference, 

4. The contention of the management is contained in their 
written statement dated 25-9-1972, According to them pro- 
motion always depends upon the qualification, skill, experi- 
ence and the past performance of the employee as also the 
vacancy position. Since all promotions were made by them 
keeping in view the above requirements, the concerned 
workman according to them has no cause of action. It has 
been further submitted on behalf of the management that 
contrary to the aforesaid view it would have been unjustified 
to promote an incompetent person ignoring the chances of 
meritorious employees. They have also stated that the case 
of the concerned workman cannot be compared with the 
’cases of other employees ns they were all working in a dif- 
ferent department. The workman also did not submit any 
representation to the management regarding his grievance and 
his work was also not found to be satisfactory on several 
occasions for which he was issued charge sheets /warnings. 
He was also dismissed from service of ihe Company on 
22-5-1954 for his proved misconduct but on tendering a 
written apology the order of dismissal was rescinded but ins 
annual graded increment was withheld. He also indulged in 
an attempt to assault the Quarry Contioller on 21-5-1956 
and thus his service record according to them is not at all 
clean. The factual position was also denied by the man- 
agement in that the workman was posted as Time Keeper 
jn the General Time Office only after 1960 and that it is 
incorrect to say that he is the senior most Time-Keeper in 
the Time Office and that he was the only Clerk in ‘A’ grade 
in 1955. However, they have admitted that Shri Bahadur- 
pal Singh has been working as a Clerk at Phalodi Quarry 
since 25-7-1953 and that he was given chance to work in 
place of Head Time Keeper in his absence but according 
to them his work was not found satisfactory during such 
periods. The posting of Shri C. P. Shukla in the General 
Time Office to fill up the vacancy over there has also not 
been denied by the management and the only explanations 
they have offered in this context are that ns he was found 
surplus to the requirement of the previous departments he 
was transferred to the General Time Office to utilise his 
services more efficiently. In the end the management has 
added that at the quarry they do not have any post of As- 
sistant Head Time Keeper at all. They also do not have 


46 G of 1/72—16 
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any vacant post of an Assistant. As such question of pro- 
moting Shri Bahadurpal Singh as Head Time Keeper or as 
an Office Assistant docs not arise. 

5, The information furnished by the management in their 
written statement that the above named workman was post- 
ed in the General Time Office to work as Time Keeper only 
after 1960 is not correct in view of their Office Order No. 
75 dated 22-6-1959 which Is reproduced below: — - 

1. Mr. Bahadurpal Singh, TK-eam-Clerk is transferred 

from Sada Kundrange to General Time Office. 

2. Mr. Chandar Bhan Pd. — T.K.-cum-Clcrk is transferr- 

ed from General Time Office to Sada Kundrange. 

3. Mr. Devilal Shandiyal Clerk is transferred from 

Labour Office to General Time Office in place of 
Mr. Chander Bhan Pd. T.K.-c//m-Clerk, 

This position was also confirmed during the cross exami- 
nation of the workman. Whereas it is time that two more 
Clerks S/Shri Chandrabhun and Ram Hi. shoo; Sharma are 
senior to Shri Bhadurpal Singh but taking into consideration 
the fact that Shri Ram Kishore Sharing never worked as 
Time Keeper and Shri Chandra Bhan is not aualified to hold 
the post of Time Keeper because of his low standard of 
education (He is not even matriculate) Shri Bahadurpal 
Singh undoubtedly stands senior to all the clerks in the Gene- 
ral Time Office at the quarry. The management is certain- 
ly within their right to promote’ only ihc meritorious per- 
sons but this right has to be exercised judiciously and not 
capriciously. Though there are serious allegations against 
the workman regarding his adverse performance Ihc man- 
agement could not produce any documentary evidence to 
prove their contention except a minor incident relating to 
wrong verification of leave account which culminated in 
the issue of a warning to the workman. On the contrary 
the Union produced copy of a testimonial dated 10-10-1956 
from the Quarry Controller wherein his work was highly 
praised by the very same person on whom attempt of as- 
sault was reported to have been made by .Shri Bahadurpal 
Singh on 21-5-1936. The contents of this testimonial are 
reproduced below: — 

“This is to certify that Shri Bahadurpal Singh has 
worked under me as Quarry Supervisor and from 
1-2-55 he was promoted as Clerk in the Accounts 
Deptt. Accountant for who he worked spoke good 
of him. Ho is obedient and pains taking. I wisn 
him success. This testimonial is given to him at 
the eve of my retirement from the Company?” 

6. The management has presumed that a man once be- 
comes bad in their eyes would remain bad through out his 
life and perhaps under this notion they have sought to link 
the past happenings with the present day working. This 
method of drawing inference regarding ono's conduct is not 
at all convincing for attitude of a man changes with the 
passage of time and this has also come to be true in the 
case of Shri Bahadurpal Singh as he was found worthy of a 
praise in 1967 which also fetched him two special incre- 
ments. Not only this he was also found suitable for the 
acting job of Head Time Keeper which is a senior position 
in the Phalodi Quarry as Head Time Keeper oftcnly repre- 
sents the management in the industrial disputes and other 
matters before the various authorities. So the version of 
the management regarding adverse performance of this 
workman appears to be some what coniradictoiy. 

7. Another reason to deny promotion to the workman 
is non-availability of a vacancy in the General Time Office. 
This seems to mo only a lame excuse as the workman can 
bo provided higher job elsewhere or he can be promoted in 
his parent department by re-transferring Shri C. P. Shukla 
or by making any other adjustment. But certainly this rea- 
son cannot provide a camouflage to the wrongful action of 
the management. I have also noted in this context that 
creation of high grade posts and recruitment of persons 
against these posts is not based on any scientific study but 
it all depends upon the whims and fancies of the employer 
and I have come to this conclusion after studying the case 
of one Shri Ashok Kothari who of late was appointed direct 
as Assistant in grade VI. The said Ashok Kothari also does 
not possess any outstanding qualifications. 


8. Since good conscience, equity and fair play demand 
that the workman should get his due promotion, I feel the 
management is not at all justified in withholding promotion 
of Shri Bahadurpal Singh in the aforesaid circumstances. 
Consequently 1 answer the reference in favour of the work- 
man by holding that the demand of the Cement Mines Kar- 
macharl Sangh for the promotion of Shri Bahadurpal Singh, 
Time Keeper, Phalodi Quarry as an Office Assistant in a 
higher grade is justified. Accordingly he should be promot- 
ed us an Office Assistant in the next higher grade from 
25-1-1971, the date on which the instant dispute was first 
raised by the Union before the management and all arrears 
accruing on this scoro pnid to the workman. 

9. This is mv award and it should bo implemented within 
30 days from the date of its publication in the official Gazet- 
te. 

A. S. GUPTA, 

Assijtant Labour Commissioner (Central), Kota 

and Arbitrator. 

Kota, 

Dated the 29th January, 1973 
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New Delhi, the 31st January, 1973 

S.O. 486. — Whereas the Central Government having been 
satisfied that the public interest so required had, in pur- 
suance of the provisions of sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of 
section 2 of tho Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947) 
declared by the notification of the Government of India In 
the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation (Department of 
Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 3110 dated 8th August, 
1972 service in the pyriles mining industry, to be a public 
utility service for the purposes of the said Act, for a period 
of six months from the 22nd August, 1972. 

And whereas the Central Government is of opinion that 
public interest requires extension of the said period by a 
further period of six months; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
the proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of section 2 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby declares the said service to be a public 
utility service for the purposes of the said Act for a further 
period of six months from the 22nd February, 1973, 

[F. No. S. 11025/2/73-LRI] 
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New Delhi, the 1st February, 1973 

S.O. 487. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of tho Central Gov- 
ernment Industrial Tribunal, Jabalpur, in the industrial dis- 
pute between the employers in relation to the management 
of Messrs. K. , G. Khanna and Sons, Messrs. Kisan Miners 
and Messrs. R. N, Tandon and Sons, Contractors, Ispat Lime 
Stone Quarries of Rourkela Steel Project of Hindustan Steel 
Limited, Babupur, Satna and their workmen, which was 
received by the Central Government on the 27th January, 
1973. 

[No. L-2901 1 /2/72-LR.IV] 

S. S, SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 

CENTRAL GOVT. INDUSTRIAL TR1BUNAE-CUM- 
LABOUR COURT, JABALPUR 
CAMP AT ALLAHABAD 
Date tho January 5, 1973 

Present t 

Mr. Justice S. N, Katju- — Presiding Officer. 

Case Ref. No. CGIT/LC(R)(8)/72 

(Notification No. L-2901 1/2 /72-LR-1V, dated 4-3-1972) 

Parties i 

Employers in relation to the management of M/s. K. G. 
Khanna and Sons, Messrs. Kisan Miners and Messrs. R. N. 
Tandon and Sons, Contractors, Ispat Lime Stone Quarries of 
Rourkela Steel Project of Hindustan Steel Limited, Jiabupui , 
Satna and their workmen represented through the Rourkela 
Project Mazdoor Union, Babupur Satna. 

Appearances : 

For Employers — S/Shri P. S. Nair, Advocate and O. P, 
Nanuleo, Advocate. 

For workmen— Shri A, K. Pandc, General Secretary of 
the Union. 

Industry: Limestone Mine. District: Satna (M.P.). 

AWARD 

This is a reference under Sec. 10 of the Industrial Dis- 
putes Act, 1947. The dispute in question was raised on 
behalf of the workmen of M/s. K. G. Khanna and Sons, 
M/s. Kisan Miners and M/s. R. N. Tandon & Sons. The 
latter three concerns arc Contractors of the Ispat Limestone 
Quarries of Rourkela Steel Project of the Hindustan Steel 
Ltd, Babupur, Satna. The dispute on behalf of the work- 
men was raised by the General Secretary, Rourkela Project 
Mazdoor Union, Babupur, Satna, M.P. 

The question which has been referred to this Tribunal 
is : — 

“Whether the demand of the workmen for payment of 
variable Dearness Allowance to the piece-rated 
workers by the managements of Messrs. K. G. 
Khanna and Sons, Messrs. Kisan Miners and Messrs. 
R. N. Tandon and Sons, Contractors, Ispat Lime- 
stone Quarries, Babupur, Satna with effect from 
the 1st May, 1970 as per the recommendations of 
the Central Wage Board for Limestone and Dolo- 
mite Mining Industry is justified? If so, to what 
relief are the workmen entitled?" 

The pai ties have entered into a mutual settlement of tile 
dispute in form H and an application saying that a settle- 
ment has been arrived at between the parties has been duly 
presented before me. It is signed by the representative of 
the employers as ;dso of the representative of the workmen. 


The management has agreed to pay wages to the workmen 
including payment of the Variable Dearness Allowance in 
full as specified in the aforesaid settlement which has been 
accepted by the workmen in full settlement of their demand 
regarding the Variable Dearness Allowance. The aforesaid 
copy of the settlement in Form H has been duly verified 
before me. The terms of the settlement are fair and rea- 
sonable. I make my award in terms of the aforesaid settle- 
ment between the parties which shall form part of tho 
award. 

S. N. KATIU, Presiding Officer. 

ANNEXURE 
FORM ‘H’ 

Name of Parties : 

Representing Employees: — 

1. Sri Yogendra Singh, Partner Kisan Miners, Raising 
Contractor, Ispat Lime Stone Quarry, Satna. 

2. Sri Vinod Khanna, Partner M/s. K. K. Khanna & 
Sons, Raising Contractors, Ispat Lime Stone Quarry Satna. 

3. Sri Nigam, For R. N. Tandon & Sons, Satna. 
Reperescoting Workmen : — 

Sri Avanish Kumar Pandey, General Secretary, Rourkela 
Project Mazdoor Union, Satna. 

Short Recital of the case : 

The Central Government has made the following re- 
ference to the Central Government Industrial Tribunal, 
Jabalpur. 

SCHEDULE 

“Whether the demand of the workmen for payment of 
variable Dearness Allowance to the piece-rated 
workers by the Management of Messrs, K. G- 
Khanna and Sons, Messrs. Kisan Miners and 
Messrs. R. N. Tandon & Sons, Contractors Ispat 
Lime Stone Quarries, Babupur, Satna, with effect 
from 1st May, 1970, as per the recommendations 
of the Central Wage Board for Lime Stone and Dolo- 
mite Mining Industry is justified? If so, to what 
relief are the workmen entitled?” 

The parties have discussed (he dispute and have decided 
to settle Ihe matter. The Central Wage Board for Lime 
Stone and Dolomite recommendations are silent regarding 
specific terms regarding V.D.A, to the piece-rated workers. 
The Wage Board has stated in its recommendations that it is 
not possible to prescribe the piece-rate in such a way as to 
present no difficulty in their practice application and the 
Wage Board lias therefore left to the parties concerned to 
mutually negotiate and arrive at a satisfactory agreement. 

The very basis of the system makes it difficult to lay down 
exact details with precision. The piece-rated workers in the 
area arc not very regular in their attendance or working 
hours. The matter was the subject matter of settlement 
betwen the parties at various times and industrial peace has 
been maintained because of the said settlements. 

The parties therefore in the interest of industrial peace 
and harmony and reasonable wages for the workers have 
settled the dispute on the following terms : — 

The Management shall pay the following rate of wages 
lo the workmen. This rate of wages include payment of 
V.D.A. in full as per the recommendations of the Wage 
Board to the piece-rated workers and the claim of tne work- 
men for V.D.A. stands fully settled by this settlement: 


Period Details Rato 

1-5-70 to SMS Size Stone (80— 100mm) Rs. 12,75 por 100 Cft - 
30-4-72 Rejoct Stone (unsizoJ) ,, 6.75 ,, 

Earth Cutting 5,50 

1-5-72 to SMS Size Stone (80-IOOmm) Rs. 13,50 ,, 

30-4-73 Reject Sione (unsized) Rs. 7,00 „ 

Earth cutting Rs. 5.7a 
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All the workmen concerned have accepted the above rate 
of wages in full settlement of their demands regarding V.D.A. 
and they are fully satisfied with the above settlement. 

The above rates arc fair and reasonable to the workers 
and to their advantage. 

Representing Employers: Representing Workers: 

Avanish Kumar Pandcy, 
General Secretary, 
Rourkela Project, Mazdoor 
Union, Babupur Satna, M.P. 

1. 

2 . 

3. 

Witnesses : 

1. 

2 . 

3. 

Dated 28-11- 1972. 
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Copy to 

1. Asstt, Labour Commissioner (Central), Jabalpur. 

2. The R.L.C. (Central), Jabalpur. 

3. The C.L.C. (Central), New Delhi. 

4. The Secretary to the Govt, of India, Ministry of Labour 
& Employment, New Delhi 

True Copy 

Sd/- P. S, Nair 
Verified before me 

Sd/- S. N. Katju, 

Presiding Officer. 

5,1.1973 

On behalf of Sd/- Avanish Kumar Pandey. 

Sri P, S. Nair. General Secretary, 

Sd/- O. P. Namdco, Advocate. Rourkela Project Mazdoor 
for Shri P. S. Nair, Union, Babupur, Satna. 

Representative of the management. 5-1-1973. 

PART OF AWARD 
Sd/- S. N. Katju 
Presiding Officer 
5-1-1973 
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gapa-ura ft ftrotrfiro II 

4ftrTTT/4(TRTTf4g7 ft 20-5- 
1972 4 ttST-faff rot ft 

Trffri nmnfro 47 ? aft 

gtff, iff TRTfro 51T rotur 
IfRT t (j^fi r f : — • 


TOT: — 


1. 47 ?tor 7 wt?w 47 frorf 

2. 47 fttut wuror 47 jtpj 

3 . 47 flft -t 47 a-e 

4. 47 wtTw 47 ^47 

5. 47 TTRt mrinr 47 frof 

6. 47 atf wTfrot 47 fw£ 

7. 47ft7 frnft rot 47 ^lt 

8. 47 roiftTttr wptot 47 froj 

9. 47 Hff 51771171 47 3TTOt 

10 . 47r47 tttot rot 47 a«7, 4 Tt 

1 1 . 47at7 wtraT rot 47 tw 

(ii) froTT t wrorf ftr ftro<f KTror trt, attr roror ro 
ftat rofffrtf fmt ro snroj-tT 1 
roro ro rtr 47t ror 
47 arfroftr | 1 


(iii) aff t4tk from t mm t, mt «rftfr ^frof, 
w-trof ^ tr ■dOfo fpf f /'■(] u<if 41 t 

wror aft ftf fttgroro 
rotfro wafT futro 0 ro 
sftftfaro fTTAT jt, of 

'3TT*fvT TT*T I 

(iv) starfro rora t f-tfl ftr a rtoiN 330 
f 4 f.R 7 ft 4 wt 1 
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(v) fatrra jra jmrrPrfr nr Niff qttfarft %r far 3 ttt 
4'<Ji:q T: g'-ufsT f : lff qifa dt-ifig farqq ’TOT I I 
qqfanTT q5t h i w Ft u 4<&q i i 

r,M qi£ 4t t < i 2 * 4 v rT ^ far ‘FTvqpr qrr fq’favfiq' i^r sr 

trun^u ifrqr i 

q-streq wi Tqrf a‘t tmtr ffr qrnsrnfff qTsqff *rk ffRq % 
'4kr qT qFr miwPcp farf«Rr cot srt q?rqr sift. 
Sttt i 

4 T- m i qrr qf‘i faft . ■'T tt-t tt"! fqqTrcr cr qfqfqfy’^q cor qrff 

1, 5To/- jfifBnr <Rk, crwrer, mto/-tttto tt^-o g-apr, siirffr 
swft ’jfwr, srfeft cnfcrfr trftmfr, to! afti, 

I 4'7'TV vj i ^ 4| i 

2. To /-. tTR-r, qq i ww mn-fl 2. fj°/-4Y<> pa « cjt, titTR Fifn^ , 

“qf4c Jjfaqff, jFAT ntm! i Etrqffr q'rt, qror supft i 

HT4T) :-- 

1. ?o/- Sfa ift-o ^Rtr, 
apntpcr (%qfW), arfeft i 

2. ^o/-qT3 r m«m qr, «nr qqqq 
wfimfr ( %?3ftq- ) , q^ft. I 

*IWF«C *t farfijIT fittffa 
UT sq^qtT . ETtCTT faiq I I 
&0 <fto ffto TFT T<T *KPT *ffiT- 

'■ 'O 

T (’HrqfTT), fff fc^t-l 
JoWH 1383807 

[cto "wn tpr/uoi 1 / 1 / 7 3-^?ro ?rn;o-r] 

New Delhi, the 5th February, 1973 
ORDER 

S.O. 488. — Whereas an industrial dispute exists between 
the employers in relation to Cantonment Board, Bareilly and 
its workmen represented by the Cantonment Labour Union, 
Bareilly ; 

And Whereas the said employers and workmen have, by 
a written agreement, in pursuance of the provisions of sub- 
section (1) of section 10A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 
(14 of 1947), agreed to refer the said dispute to arbitration by 
the person specified therein, and a copy of the said arbitration 
agreement has been forwarded to Central Government ; 

Novv, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (3) of section 
10A of the said Act, the Central Government hereby publishes 
the said arbitration agreement which was received by it on the 
20th January, 1973. 

AGREEMENT 

(Under Section I0A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 
Between 

Name of the Parties ; 

Representing employers. (1) Shri B.L. Dhawan, 

Cantonment Executive Officer, 
Cantonment Board, 

Bareilly Cantonment. 

(2) Shri B.M. Kapoor, Head 

Clerk, Cantonment Board, 

Bareilly Cantonment. 


Representing the workmen (1) Shri Mohd. Farid, Presi- 
dent, Cantonment Labour 
Union, Bareilly Cantonment. 
(2) Shri Pyare Lai, Vice Presi- 
dent, Cantonment Labour 
Union, Bareilly Cantonment. 

It is hereby agreed between the parties to refer the following 
dispute to the arbitration of Shri P.C. Rai, Deputy Chief Labour 
Commissioner (Central), New Delhi. 

(i) Specific matters in dispute. Whether the action of the ma- 
nagement of Cantonment 
Board, Bareilly Cantonment 
in retiring the following 
eleven sweepers/sweepresses 
with effect from 20-5-1972 
was justified ? If not, to 
what relief the affected work- 
men aro ontitled to 7 

Names : 

1. Shri Itwari S/o Shri Gidai, 

2. Shri Chirojcc S/o Shri Babu, 

3. Shri Govind S/o Shri Phool Chand, 

4. Shri Baboo S/o Shri Sukhi, 

5. Shri Rama S/o Shri Chiddu, 

6. Shri Pusey S/o Shri Gidai, 

7. Shrimati Dulari W/o Shri Chotty, 

8. Shri Shyam Lai S/o Shri Kalloo, 

9. Shri Jhanku S/o Shri Khamani, 

10. Smt. Rampa W/o Shri Sukhi, and 

11. Smt. Changia W/o Shri Kewal. 

(il) Details of the parties to Management of the Canton- 
tha dispute including the ment Board, Bareilly Can- 
names and address of the tonment. 
establishment or under- 
taking involved ; — 

(iii) Name of the workman President , Cantonment Labour 
incase he himself is invo- Union, Bareilly Cantonment, 
lved in the dispute or the 

name of the Union, if any, 
representing the workman 
or workmen in question. 

(iv) Total number of work- About 330. 
men employed in the un- 
dertaking affected. 

(v) Estimated number of Eleven employees as men- 
workmen affected or likely tioned above. 

to be affected by the dis- 
pute : — 

We further agree that the decision of the arbitrator shall 
be binding on us. 

The arbitrator shall make his award within a period of 2 
months or within such further time as is extended by mutual 
agreement between us in writing. 

Representing workmen. Representing employers. 

I . Sd/-. Mohd. Farid, Sd/- R.L. Dhavvan, 

President, Cantonment Executive Officer, 

Cantonment Labour Cantonment Board. 

Union, Bareilly Cantonment. 

Bareilly Cantonment. 

2 Sd/- Pyare Lai, Sd/- B.M. Kapoor, 

Vice President, Head Clerk, 

Cantonment Labour Union, Cantonment Board, 

Bareilly Cantonment. Bareilly Cantonment, 

Witnesses : — 

(1) Sd/- J.P. Chandra, 

Asstt. Labour Commissioner (Central), 

Bareilly. 

(2) Sd/- Suraj Prakash, 

Labour Enforcement Officer (Central), 

Bareilly. 

WRITTEN CONSENT OF THE ARBITRATOR 

Arbitration accepted. 

Sd/- P.C. Rai 

Deputy Chief Labour Commissioner (Central), 

New Delhi-1 
Tele : 383807. 


[F. NO. L-1301 1/1/73-LRI] 
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^ 5 1973 

TT 3TT. 480.— 991: MTTT E79U7 9? SET 3^7 9/191% %kM 
c«et orfV frFFT) 9$ arhiR^Hi tott 9rr, 3tr. 2410 

21 arnw, 1972 fH7T TT7TT7 7lt?T 

BEET 3fU?*T 9/ aif^f'l^ f%T^ 3%rf%Fr, 1947 (1947 
*PT 14) 9? 9*%% ^ %Tj 4 ffram, iy72 4 75: 7TT7T 9ft 
^iMrihr ^ ’r^rrj etNt 3q%ft %t y!f% fVn *rr 1 

7TTT: qWk 117997 9ft TFT f ?9i 3971 9971% W 99 
3rfV 3% 0: TTTTT fift 997TT9% 4 9OTT 3TFTT 7rWHT *? 

srftfqm' ij* i 

3fcT:, 3HT, 31%J%r9; %rh= srtutffW, 1947 (1947 99 
14) 9ft UT7T 2 4 ms (3) 4 WmS (6) 9> 97^*5 f7T7T 
9W ^ifwrt 99 IE% 97*4 ^ 9?%T TTT997 1771^71 3"97T 

ad'trfqTET 4 pi% -tT 4 %t) 4 *% 1973 ft arfft 3% 75: 

BT7T 9^ 49(414% 4r %l! wN 4 9 1 %97f 957rft tf I 

ITT. C?T'1J 025/3/73-<?T. mil 
W. W. TT5FETFET. 3T97 M?ff4 

New Delhi, the 5th February, 1973 

S.O. 489. — Whereas by the notification of the Government 
of India in the Ministry of Labour and Rehabilitation (De- 
partment of Labour and Employment) No. S.O. 2410 dated 
the 21st August, 1972, the Central Government had declared 
the iron ore mining industry to be a public utility service for 
the purpose of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 
1947) for a period of six months from the 4th September, 
1972; 

And whereas the Central Government is of opinion that 
public interest requires the extension of the said period bv 
a further period of six months; 

Now, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by 
the proviso to sub-clause (vi) of clause (n) of section 2 of 
the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central 
Government hereby declares the said industry to be a public 
utility service for the purposes of the said Act for a further 
period of six months from the 4th March, 1973. 

[F. No. S. 11025/3/73-LR.I1 


New Delhi, 6th February, 1973 

S.O. 490. — In pursuance of section 17 of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the Central Government 
hereby publishes the following award of the Arbitrator in 
the industrial dispute between the management of Messrs 
laipur Udyog Limited, Sawaimadhopur, and their workmen 
represented by the Cement Mines Karamchari Sangh, Post 
Office Phalodi Quarry, District Sawaimadhopur, which 
was received by the Central Government on the 2nd 
February, 1973. 


[No. L/25012/3/72-LR. TV) 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 
ARBITRATION AWARD 

(LTndcr section 10-A of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947) 

(In the matter of an industrial dispute between the 
management of Phalodi Quarry of Messrs .Jaipur Udyog 
Limited, Sawaimadhopur and their workmen represented by 
Cement Mines Karamchari Sangh, Phalodi Quarry (District: 
Sawaimadhopur) over alleged non-grant of grade and post 
of Dispensary Incharge to Shri B. L. Mishra, Compounder, 
Phalodi Quarry). 


Present : 

Shri A. S. Gupta, Assistant Labour Commissioner 
(Central), Kota. 

ARBITRATOR 

Appearances : 

On behalf of Employers : Shri P. Kumar, Labour Offi- 

cer, Messrs Jaipur Udyog 
Limited., P. O. Phalodi 
Quarry (District : Sawai- 
madhopur). 

On behalf of workman : 1. Shri Devilal Shandilya, 

General Secretary, Cement 
Mines Karamchari Sangh, 
P. O, Phalodi Quarry (Dis- 
trict : Sawaimadhopur). 

2. Shri Ram Kishorc Sharma, 
Law Secretary, Cement Mines 
Karamchari Sangh, (Dis- 
trict : Sawaimadhopur). 

State ! Rajasthan Industry : Non-coal Mines (Limestone) 

By an Arbitration Agreement dated 27th May, 1972 
published by the Government of India in the Gazette of 
India under its order No, L. 25012(3)/72-LR. IV dated 30th 
June, 1972 the following industrial dispute between the 
employers in relation to the Phalodi Quarry of M/s Jaipur 
Udyog Limited, Sawaimadhopur and their workmen was re- 
ferred to my arbitration under Section 10A of the Industrial 
Disputes Act, 1947. 

“Whether the demand of the Cement Mines Karamchari 
Sangh for providing grade and post of Dispensary 
I/C to Shri B. L. Mishra, Compounder, Phalodi 
Quarries is justified? If so, to what relief is the 
workman entitled?” 

2. The matter was taken up on various dates but before 
I could make my award the time limit expired. As such 
by another agreement dated 2-1-1973 the parties extended 
this time limit upto 31-1-1973. 

3. The Union in its written statement dated 24-9-1972 has 
mude the following submissions: — 

(1) That Shri Basantlal Mishra was appointed on 
22-7-1959 as a Comnounder in the Phalodi Quarry 
of M/s Jaipur Udyog Limited; 

(2) That he is a qualified and efficient hand and during 
this long service there was no complaint against 
him and till the higher authorities remained pleased 
with him; 

(3) That the Dispensary located at the Phalodi Quarry 
was run by a qualified Doctor designated as Medi- 
cal Officer; 

(4) That after November, 1966 no Medical Officer was 
appointed by the Company and the post remained 
vacant for 3 years; 

(5) That the company entrusted the work of running 
the Dispensary to Shri Basantilal Mishra in the 
absence of the Medical Officer looking to his 
qualification and efficiency and he was also relieved 
of the ordinary duties of a Compounder and given 
work of a general nature like that of a Medical 
Officer; 

(6) That as Shri Mishra did not possess the degree In 
medicine the company started addressing him as 
Dispensary Incharge in the absence of the Medical 
Officer to fulfil all legal obligations; 

(7) Thjit after working continuously like this for about 
one year when Shri Mishra requested the company 
to give him the higher grade as also the designation 
of the Dispensary Incharge he was assured of the 
rc-dressal of his grievance and in the meantime the 
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Company continued addressing him as a Dispensary 
Incharge, 

(8) That some of the documents produced in this con- 
text would reveal that the work of Shri Mishra 
was not that of an ordinary compounder, 

(9) That the company also paid allowance temporarily 
to Shri Mishra for his above performance. 

(10) That when Shri Mishra pressed his claim the 
company started harassing him in order to suppress 
his rightful claim. 

The Union has branded this action of the management as 
highly improper and according to them it also contravenes 
the provisions of the Company’s Certified Standing Orders 
which imer alia provides that any one who performs continu- 
ously six months service in a higher post he should auto- 
matically be given that job. Thus according to the Union 
the workman has rightfully sought relief as embodied in the 
terms of reference. 

4. The contention of the management is contained in their 
written statement dated 18-10-1972. According to them, the 
dispensary at the quarry is always run by a qualified 
(M.B.B.S.) Medical Officer excepting the intervening period 
When one Medical Officer left and it took time to appoint 
a suitable incumbent. Commenting on the arrangements 
made during the said intervening period the management has 
said that they thought it proper to post one Compounder 
temporarily in the General Shift so long there was no 
Medical Officer so that papers sent to the Dispensary could 
be properly attended and tne record also maintained proper- 
ly in the supervision of one man who might look after it 
with a sense of responsibility. It has been further submitted 
on behalf of the management that Medical Officer alone is 
the Incharge of the Dispensary and all papers are addressed 
to him and since Shri Mishra was asked to look after the 
papers and records of the Dispensary in the absence of a 
Medical Officer which fact has also been accepted by the 
Union all papers of the Dispensary were addressed to him. 
As such according to them Medical Officer and Dispensary 
Incharge are not two seperate entities. The management 
has further pointed out that it has been the practice to 
address all communications to the Incharge of the Dispen- 
sary who was the Medical Officer and the same practice 
continued even during his temporary absence and Shri Mishra, 
as he was expected to attend to these communications, was 
paid an extra allowance for attending to this work. The 
management has denied that the workman had even ap- 
proached them for the enhancement of his designation and 
scale of pay. On the contrary the workman continued to 
describe him as a Compounder in his various applications 
and he also did not raise any objection when he was granted 
two special increments as a Compounder with effect from 
1-4-1968 vide the management’s Office Order dated 19-10-1968. 
Whereas the management has admitted the date of appoint- 
ment of the workman as correct they have not accepted 
that Shri Mishra has got absolutely a clean record of service 
as he was warned twice for his proved mis-conduct vide 
Memos. No. PQ/B/1203 dated 25/26-9-61 and No. PQ/567 
dated 15-3-1971. The management has also denied the 
allegation of harassment and in this context they have stated 
that the representations which were received from the work- 
man only spoke of his grievance regarding non-payment of 
Acting allowance. In the end they have concluded that it 
is perse unthinkable that a Compounder be made an Incharge 
of the Dispensary meant for thousands of people. 

5. Now the points for consideration in this controversy 
are whether the workman performed duties of a Dispensary 
Incharge during the intervening period which lasted for 
about 3 years and whether in view of his above performance 
is be entitled to be re-designated as Dispensary Incharge in 
a suitable higher grade. 

6. The management has admitted that in the absence of 
the Medical Officer the workman actually performed duties 
of a Dispensary Incharge for which he was also paid a 
special allowance (@ Rs. 50/- per month) and this fact also 
cannot be denied from the circumstantial as well as docu- 
mentary evidence adduced before me. So there is no dispute 
so far as point No. 1 is concerned. The other point is 
definitely of immense importance from the point of view of 
the workman as he wants due compensation in recognition 


of his hard and valuable work. No doubt there are stray 
instances legarding his adverse performance of work blit 
they are negligible in view of his overall performance. This 
position has been accepted after going through a number of 
testimonials produced by the Union in support of its con- 
tention. The contents of these testimonials are re-produced 
below: — 

— I — 

Shri B. L, Mishra 

Compounder Dated 16-12-69. 

I thank you sincerely for your whole hearted co-operation, 
able assistance and unremitting efforts in controlling the 
situation arising from the recent threat of illegal strike and 
in maintaining the morale of the staff and workers at a high 
level. 

Chief Executive (W) has also sent his personal apprecia- 
tion and thanks to all the Officers, Staff and workers in the 
Quarries w'ho have contributed by their efforts to maintain 
not only normal production but also peace and order during 
the difficult period. 

P. K. JAIN, Agent, Phalodi Quarry 
Dated 13-10-71. 

— II — 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 

This is to certify that Shri B. L. Mishra, is working under 
me as a Compounder for the last nine months. His know- 
ledge of medicines, dispensing, surgical work and clinical 
assessment of patients, has highly impressed me. I have 
also found him an obedient and good natured person. He 
has been attending all emergencies and treating them correct- 
ly. Ho has proved to me a very good assistance. 

I wish him all success in life. 

C. K. KATHIL, Medical Officer, 
Phalodi Quarry. 

— HI— Dated. 22-10-71 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 

I feel pleasure in certifying that Shri B. L. Mishra working 
as Compounder in our Dispensary is personally known to 
me for the last about five years. He has had been running 
the dispensary independently as and when the occasion de- 
manded and gave no cause of complaint in regard to his 
work and conduct, His attainments in both surgical & 
medical sides are on the highest order. 

I wish him success in life, 

S. N. MITRA, Manager 1st Class, 
Phalodi Quarry. 

So Shri B. L. Mishra undoubtedly is an efficient hand. 
Further, I have observed that he is the only qualified Com- 
pounder in the Phalodi Quarry Dispensary as being a 
matriculate he has also passed the final examination of 
Trained Compounders and Dressers held by the State Medi- 
cal Faculty of Uttar Pradesh in 1957. He is also a regis- 
tered Pharmacist under Clause (c) of Section 31 of the 
Pharmacy Act 1948 and Rule 5(1) of the Rajasthan Pharma- 
cists’ Registration Tribunal. As such by virtue of his quali- 
fications and long experience during which he also manned 
independently and successfully a large Dispensary at the 
Phalodi Quarry I do not find any reason as to why he is 
not capable of holding the post of Dispensary Incharge. 
The management it seems Inis considered the term ‘Dispen- 
sary Incharce’ in a narrow sense as it is always not necessary 
that a Medical Officer alone should remain Incharge of a 
Dispensary. Instances are not lacking particularly in the 
State Government where at the smaller places the Dispen- 
saries are manned by the Compounders and the Medical 
Officers only pay occasional visits to attend to emergent 
cases. Even at Bajarakho Lime Stone Quarry under the 
very same management this practice is being followed. 
Further, in a large dispensary there is no bar if a Dispensary 
Incharge is posted under a Medical Officer and as a matter 
of fact such a posting is all the more necessary to cover 
up the emergencies arising out of non-availabality of a 
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Medical Officer due to his proceeding on leave or resigning 
the job. As such I feel Shri B, L. Mishra is fully entitled 
to be posted as a Dispensary Inchargc in a next higher 
grade. I may however suggest that the management need 
not create an extra post in the Dispensary but they can re- 
organise the work of the Dispensary by re-posting Shri Mishra 
in the General shift and by alloting him some additional 
duties of the higher responsibilities so as to make his work 
commensurate with his new designation. In case the 
designation of the Dispensary Incharge which I have 
awarded to the workman creates some administrative diffi- 
culties this post may be equated with the post of a Pharma- 
cist in the next higher grade and in the alternative the 
workman may be re-designated as Pharmacist in the next 
higher grade. The workman Is entitled to the benefits of 
higher grade and new designation from 25-1-1971 the date 
on which the dispute was first raised by the Union before 
the management and all arrears accruing on this score 
should also be paid to him. 

7. This is my award and it should be implemented within 
10 days from the date of its publication in the official 
Gazette. 

A. S. GUPTA, Asst. Labour Commissioner, 
(Central), Kota and Arbitrator. 


IT? 1 7 Wft, 1973 

30. SIT. 491. — 00: *070 0730? 3? 071% SET 3% 7%0T7 

hffie pq' % siftrqrPTr thwi 30. 30. 401, inrter 5 357%, 1903 

^trt n%r 0301 %r0 00 •010100 ^ »f%7% sifwn 1 } 

30 03 001 t , 

arfr.-, 3 ur, fW; aifv^ii, 1947 (1947 30 

14 ) % tittt 8 3 i 5330%! 3I 3%% 7R30? t^ 

fTm % fwnt 311^07 3 s| m %% sot 
^T orrvi'tr 30 ^617% 3 dW% f%30 30% 3 “ 1 

[TT. R0-llOll/22/72-R0. 207.-1] 

LpET. R 0 . 7 TS 73 HT 7 R', 3137 7 rS %3 

New Delhi, 7th February, 1973 

S.O. 491. — Whereas a vacancy has occurred in the Office 
of the Presiding Officer of the Labour Court at Madras, 
constituted by the notification of the Government of India 
in the late Ministry of Labour and Employment No. S.O. 
461, dated the 5th February, 1963 ; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of the provisions of section 
8 of the Industrial Disputes Act, 1947 (14 of 1947), the 
Central Government hereby appoints Thiru V, Krishnaswamy 
Iyer as Presiding Officer of the Labour Court constituted as 
aforesaid. 

[F. No. S. 1 1011/22/72-LR. I.] 
S. S. SAHASRANAMAN, Under Secy. 


% %%, 3 35737*?, 1973 

30. 30. 492.— ^0 00 00^ (3%%) %T0, 1950 3? 
farm' 0 ^3TTT 0070 0%rf0t 30 30% 3% 3%% 07- 

307, 0)30 RUT 30^30 (3%%), %% 3? 3i|0 % 0 rf 

3? 53 30^0 ST0 (3%%), 35? 0T7TT 0705T7 3? *70 3lf? 

303% 03T7T0 ("00 %7 %l J I R ’hniRT) 3 ft %tT7C50T 7T. 
30. 30. 250 017% 19 snrtrtf, 1973 ^ttt Vr^3TT 0 TJ 
HfffiJWR 3% 31T, T0f|0T7T 7%T3 317% t 1 

[0. 32023 Cl)/71-nR(;. f. (00". 3^wtp] 

i'Tr txtt yi^r, 3137 tt^tt 


New Delhi, the 3rd February, 1973 

S.O. 492.— In exercise of the powers conferred by 
rule 6 of the Minimum Wages (Central) Rules, 1950, the 
Central Government hereby appoints the Deputy Chief 
Labour Commissioner (Central) in the Office of the Chief" 
Labour Commissioner (Central), New Delhi, to be the Sec- 
retary of the Advisory Board appointed by the notification 
of the Government of India in the Ministry of Labour and 
Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) 
No. S.O. 250, dated the 1.9th January, 1973. 

[No. S-32023(1)/71-W.E. (M.W.)] 
HANS RAJ CHHABRA, Under Secy. 


%%?, 1 CR%f, 1973 

00 . an. 493 .— *rfVr %% sif? 35 ^ 73 " %pt 

%% 31%%00, 1952 (1962 30 19) 3ft ffRT 13 3^f 337077 
(1) f3T7T 0TT0 %30% 30 03% 3% 3%% 717307 % 

%. 00. 0000% 3^ OTvr 3T% %0P 3% 53% 313% %7 % 0 
%% %% 3? %0 3%% 0735T? 3? 01 53% %% o m % f3STft 

wtw 3! Ti-p^r 0 r 7V 303%, R?pmnr, wet 01 % 

% 0T %%?% 3f0% 7? %f% %% WET 3? TO! 7? 
0% F 0 T 00 ^ 7U3W ^ %% OT srftpf 7D«r fTtTRT 

01 30R3TIF ^TKprf RfRT^ 7U0- 3^ fffR QdWW r 

%0/Ta qroff f I 

R-- 12015(7)/71-tff. RTK-i] 

New Delhi, 1st February, 1973 

S.O. 493. — In exercise of the powers conferred by sub- 
section (1) of section 13 of the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952), the 
Central Government hereby appoints Shri C. S. Bhagwanani 
to be an Inspector for the whole of the State of Maharashtra 
for the purposes of the said Act and of any Scheme framed 
thereunder m relation to any establishment belonging to, or 

under control of the Central Government or in relation to 

any establishment connected with a railway company, a 
major port, a mine or an oilfield or a controlled industry or 
in relation to an establishment having Departments or 
branches in more than one State. 

[No. A 12015/7/71-PFI (i)J 
%75fff, 3 3037^, 1973 

WT. 30. 494. — 071: %Tff 3vf%rf Re 3d l? ?% 7 tMt% 

55 «ff, f%rf 0lf% 3<M<Wfll-16, *7% 

9k3ld R37T 7*000 001 ?“) 37%% vrftpsq- %% 

3% 35^T0 %I0 %ftl 3lftrp000, 1952 (1952 30 19) % 
0J7T 17 % 330T71 (1) 7300 (35) ^ 07% ^ 

30%0 %0T ^ ) 

3% 00: 07307 % 710- % fit % 

3130 030 7*1130 3i Rfq&q' %% %00 30^ Pijf'srUp )' 

530 %00f 4 3 50 31^0 0# ^ % 0T0 3tf tlf 0 0 Tr 
3lf HT7T 6 H 3% 35%% 0fV0 f0?0 % 

3R0 vff 0 77^ ^ % 30fmf70t 0? 35^0 fpWffid 

30 RTijWsrf 7t 350 0035^r 0# tf, ^ 0307 3? ftrcfr 
3R0 70T30 ^ 35i%T%rf 3f 7R00T % ^ 3rftlf H 00 3? 
317% 3% 39%% %% 735%, 1952 (%% gR0% 

50^ 3T0R[; 0W 73% 3T?T 00T f) ^ 3T% ^f 0T7ft f , 

310:, 310, 030 3%% 00 % UT7T 17 3% 030TTT (1) 3? 
(0!) %007nf 30 30% 3% (£0 3% ?% 
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WTfL 3T^T n faWp e wf 4 -3E#E ifft wp., 

777477 gm e-wit st gw 4 Tnft givffT 9^ srww 
tr (Fr^Tm ^ t 3Tf? gw -am 17 gfi Tram O) 4 
srurnar 4 tttw? nw^m ^ffr tf 1 ■ 

(ep) gw 74TW ^ EH fwEra WT E#W 4 W 
gWniTWT 47, gt ^ ^ ^ g ^ TFfr fir, 
gw Egfcr 4 srtfEr btw O w irNf, wra w 

^rg 4' (sfrarf?^ btwt wttt. gfrtTTTO 

twt, ^ ?i 3 T7 w 47 sFpN - sifr fTww 

wr gw *£W) 0.0!) (Wpz Ttw g^; 

rrfaw gg w fgrf^mr trrarw 4 473?. 
fw 4 *77777 gnfmtf gfwur frfrr gr g^n ; 

(S') gw E4TW frgfr fgfe- 

0) Jnfwi gfwr fafw Enfggig-, ^mrwr far m*r 

gl ttitto" *¥ i 1 . gfr^ 15 fgg 4 »fhrc, w 

Hi P(4f 1 ^ otw ^ gfgg wet gfr .47 

(2) gw fggiwi w fafruR g? Tfrg g^Tg^ft gi| c 
■gw mf wrrt 4 ^ftn ttfr firn tpw-etw 
Tf wft ?wl wf ?ggUjl 4 r-r^En? gfwr fgfy 
grNgw grr f4?gyTg gg^ 1 

(g - ) (1) gr^w (g>) 4i itotox *t ?ggt Ji'4i fgr?r 

(2) gr^w (S') ^ Ernrfsr ?ggfwi w f«Rfr 5rw 
gwrwft gtfywVT fnrr rfwT g fwrr 4101. tw- 
fwfg. wfgift gfwr farfy w wixft" gfr w 
g,qswft gr ww 4 'ftw wft Tn g^n 1 

^FF«ft 

1. T-wri^g, gT^Tgra ’‘■r'Ntw fgfar 3rTq/W 47 i ’NwWgf 

*bfTT 4?^k 7774717 w-gw t? Fgftw w 1 1 

2 . fggfa-^ gw=P ggfgrtf gf giNg; ^fsT-TViw 4T w 

^ vfijrrf 1 

2. fahr 4 srmTW, w w; esw, iTSTin 

fw7fWgi w wt w, Erggf gg 37-0707, fgT^^rar-rrgrff 
3nfg gg w Tffwrfw ^ li ? m Twfr gg 

47. g fgTTfygi ^ott fwn yow 1 

4. ?wE)g> ygfFw 717407 ggrrr -sT^gfig-g fgfy g? ftggi 
*irJ w otir Tgiw 4 7[ggT-w^ or whifg girgr arft w 
wfr ggif ifgrfw fwor now w gofgifsrf gfl g?p?rs.qT 

gior gWf g^gr-j^g- gy^rf gg 374^ »ft i 

0, oTT gog wf ^ 7*nTgf 4 fw, fsrcr^t ?g ^ 1 4 *r w gtg- 
fgfy) ot ^oTor fWr 3iw wrw gft gfgw fgty gi 
WFi gT ggw f i gggi Tgrw tt fggltw ?kr r ot 
fairing; giggg- gft fgfy gl Trgw 4 w tV gggg oro 
^ gof 4 , 0 11 srfV v;'e[ g;ifgT 7 T g^ to 3774? fgwt tow^ w 

pfigrn gggl 471 g', S7f{ rf 3701 gg' 1 ^ 1 

0. Trfg w wf 4 7-giw 4 twg, ^ggiora w t^t- 

gg- wot i£ d , gtwq- ^rfy 4 grtgwrf g^ ^7 gohrtf gfgw 
tgfy sin gy^ro twt ! (gfy aify^gw, 1952 4 -jrtfTro 

46 Cl of 1/72—17 


g^T gl fwiw; yfgw rgf y 4 3fvrwrf w T7 

yti^w- w 1 ) grn grfgi i=ww g^ yrgw fgfy 
4 srgfiy g^ gg^fg yifr eft Mg.wyisrT t! wt g - 5^4 *r ?t 
yof EnWl gfgrar yfgwr Wtr 37^7 gi^w ttiw 

igfy aftytygy 1952 4 3f#r f \ 

7. Tyrw nfgw M'y w ygr'H'w w ?7 
w jn^iVg; aifg^y g^ gyfw 4 3 sw g? ifRn vfsjrn 1 

u. gfgw wfy g^ mwf *E gii^ »fr TRifyy ht^pd 
H tgw fyty 3ti?^w 4 ^ ef^oiw ^ twr y# rwiT 
3 tt7ptt 1 y^f fg^Fi 777rhw gg^wfwf 4 07 rnw^r 

TTOTT g^lT 7T4TW gij OT^rg; y^wir tyfy aiT^W, 
gfwy wnw, 37 wt fry fl wMV«rt gf 3mr 

^feg,k pgsg g^y gy ^f'W^W 3TWT7 ?fyi I 

177. lHWi5014(26)/72-'fr. ergs 23 

gTr/ro' trie, ^rw 

New Delhi, the 3rd February, 1973 

Ji.O. 494 . — Whereas Messrs. Clarion CcCunn Adver- 
tising Services Ltd., 55 B, Mirza Ghalib Street. Calcutta- 16 
(hereinafter referred to as the said establishment) has applied 
for exemption under clause (a) of sub section (1) of section 
17 of the Employees" Provident Funds and Family Pension 
Fund Act, 1952 (19 of 1952); 

And whereas in the opinion of the Central Govern- 
ment, the rules of the provident fund of the said establish- 
ment with respect to the rate of contribution are not less 
favourable to the employees therein than those specified in 
section 6 of the said Act, and the employees arc also in 
enjoyment of other provident fund benefits which on the 
whole are not less favourable to the employees than the 
benefits provided under the said Act or under the Em- 
ployees’ Provident Funds Scheme, 1952 (hereinafter referred 
to as the said Scheme) in relation to the employees in any 
other establishment of a similar character; 

Now, therefore, in exerciso of the powers conferred 
by clause (a) of sub-section (1) of section 17 of the said 
Act, and subject to the conditions specified in the Schedule 
annexed hereto, Ihe Central Government hereby exempts 
the said establismmcnt from the operation of all the provi- 
sions of the said Scheme und in pursuance of sub-section (3) 
of the said section 17, Ihe Central Government hereby directs 
that — • 

(a) the employer in relation to the said establishment 

shall pay within fifteen days of the close of the 
month 1,0 the Employees" Provident Fund, Inspection 
charges at the rate of 0.09 per cent (Zero point zero 
nine per cent) of the pay (basic wages, dear- 
ness allowance, retaining allowance, if any, and 
cash value of food concession admissible there- 
on) for the time being payable to the employees 
of the said establishment who would have become 
members under the said Scheme but or this exemp- 
tion; 

(b) the employer in relation to the said establishment-— 

(i) shall transfer the monthly provident fund eontri- 

butioins within fifteen days of close of the 
month to which the contributions relate to the 
Bourd of Trustees duly constituted In respect of 
that establishment; 

(ii) the said employer or any other authority respon- 

sible for the investment shall invest the provi- 
dent fund _ contributions in accordance with the 
directions issued by the Central Government from 
time to time. 

(c) failure to do so: (i) in respect of; (a) above by the 

employer, (ii) in respect of (b) above by the em- 
ployer or any other authority responsible will 
render them liable to pay damages or interest 
to Employees’ Provident Fund or BoaTd of 
Trustees, as the case may be. 
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THE SCHEDULE. 

J. The employer shall submit such returns to the Re- 
gional Provident Fund Commissioner as the Cen- 
tral Government may, from time to time, pres- 
cribe. 

2. The employer shall furnish to each employee an 

annual Statement of account or Pass Book. 

3. AH expenses involved in the administration of the 

fund including the maintenance of accounts, sub- 
mission of accounts and returns, transfer of accu- 
mulations, payment of inspection charges etc., 
shall be borne by the employer. 

4. The employer shall display on the notice board of 

the establishment a copy of (he rules of the fund 
as approved by the appropriate Government and, 
as an. when amended, alongwith a translation of the 
salient points thereof in the language of the majo- 
rity of the employees. 

5. Where an employee who is already member of the 

Employees’ Provident Fund (Statutory Fund) or the 
provident fund of another exempted establishment 
is employed in his establishment, and employer 
shall immediately enroll him as a member of the 
fund of the establishment, and accept the past 
accumulations in respect of such employee and 
credit to his account. 


4- ruua't'tTF, hirrfwT Vfjj-xmr qfr- ~| srte'-w 4 4*. tyrr Rrrfwf 
Thui ; EmiUiiiU 1 4,TrfmTHVf^f 1 % srfrrPrftr 
Ummev, est 1 

5 . (vEnf 4AFT vm, ftPTTf J 


u. Tr sctht! tpt, Rvrnfsrr, utr ] ^fte wjrt wr 7R«gHt 
tRT, fwft, TRRT TTRACTfa | % qfirfhfj 
frm (rtHTSf^w) y 

7- 4t n*c 4 pT, tTETO, tPJW 5RR 

-t py, ? ! 4. 4 ■* s-Tt hm J 

$4 (gey tTTy ) 

3- MTtf'f rfrrt vrTy, rfT’Pt Ftjr 47(^7 nfafafa 

jpur, to irirw 


A. Ai'-AI | J|-M“lld*h, tT^-tpiTAi JfR spr ttfyy 
Tftrpit faftr, rtt wt, ?’^n r 
2. Rtf-5FR>r jj-R <sr ^rfrt farm, men % famr 
is T tmryr u tofta tiftr tr^inr taU tt tto wrirere 

tlfrrf/f 44 1J154 1 "14 fbiR 4, rrfl (j I 
. [TTo 4 19012 / 9/7 l-ny 4 ] 


New Delhi, the 5th February, 1973 


6. The employer shall enhance the rate of provident 
fund contribution appropriately if the rate of 
provident fund contributions for the class of es- 
tablishments in which his establishment fulls is 
enhanced tinder the Employees’ Provident Funds 
and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952 so that the 
benefits under the provident fund scheme of the 
establishment shall not become less favourable than 
the benefit provided under the Employees’ Provi- 
dent Funds and Family Pension Fund Act, 1952. 


S O. 495— In exercise of Hie powers conferred by section 
4 of the Iron Ore Mines Labour Welfare Cess Act, 1961 (58 
of 1961) read with rule3 of thelron Ore Mines Labour Welfare 
Cess Rules, 1963 and in supersession of the notification of the 
Government of India in the Ministry of Labour, Employment 
and Rehabilitation (Department of Labour and Employment) 
No. S.O. 1532, dated the 1 1th April, 1969, the Central Govern- 
ment hereby constitutes an Advisory Committee for the State 
of Madhya Pradesh consistingof the following persons as me- 
mbers namely ; — 


7. The establishment shall submit an audited balance 

sheet of its provident fund every year to the Re- 
gional Commissioner within 3 months of the close 
of the year. 

8, No amendment of the rules of the provident fund 

shall be made without the previous approval of 
the Regional Provident Fund Commissioner. Where 
any amendment is likely to affect adversely the 
interests of the employees, the Regional Provident 
Fund Commissioner, West Bengal shall, before 
giving his approval, give reasonable opportunity to the 
employer to explain their point of view. 

[No. S-35014(26)/72-PF.LI] 
DALJIT SINGH, Under Secy. 


). Lobour Minister Chairman 

State of Madhya Pradesh 

2. Labour Commissioner, Vice-Chairman 

Government of Madhya Pradesh, 

Indore. 


3. Shri Jhumuklal Bhedia, 
Member of the Legislative 
Assembly, Madhya Pradesh, 
Village Baled, 

Distt. Durg. 

4. General Manager, 

Bailadila Iron Ore Project, 
Deposit No. 14, 

P.O. Kirindul, 

IJistt. Bastar, Madhya Pradcs 

5. General Manager, 

Bhilai Steel Plant, 

Bhilai. 


Member of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly. 


1 

| Representatives of the 
I Iron Ore Mines Owners. 

■ > 


■T 1 ! U -'jl , 5 71444/, 7 3 

tn» *95, — «FT «PT TWjmr 3Wt; fhw, 19«3 
% ftpTR 3 % 4TT*r ffer, vftsj vqtrt, WET '44 TFTFT OTR 
wfaffm, 1961 ( 1961 <PT 5s) 4ft tfTTT 4 ITO JRJR 'frPppff 
74 Sftfw Jtr tftr tgRTT HFFR % '47, TNPTR tfk 
WPW (m %Ht TfJpiK fWPT) 7ft tfftnrTTT tfo 74o STo 
1532, TTCPTt 11 TriftT , 1969 ft WftpTTT 4TT% JE, 

TOTTt 7PT Jf^VT 7TR fan 47TJTTT THTtPUR trfhPr 'ifs't 
Tpwft $ fappp wi w*rfa : — 

1. «T7 445ft, 7W 4%7T TTTtf W4H 

2- «T7 TfPJTrf RV4 6 <74 4 

3. ufr ipjTJ WH 4ffVT, ETR PrtfFT ?PWT faSTT 7T4T 

sitst, trnr nww, fwr 


6. Shri Prakash Roy, 

General Secretary, 

Samyukta Khadan Mazdoor Sangh, 

Chikli, P.O. Rajnandgaon, Representatives of the 

istt. Durg (M.P.) Tron Ore Mines Workers. 

7. Shri H. Ghosh, 

President, 

Samyukta Khadan Mazdoor Sangh, 

P.O. Dalit R^j hara, 

Distl. Durg (M.P.) 

8. Shrimati Shamlata Shukla, Woman representative 

Member of the Legislative. 

Assembly, Madhya Pradesh 

9. Welfare Administrator, Secretary 

Tron Ore Mines Labour 

Welfare Fund, Madhya Pradesh, 

Indore. 


2. In pursuance of rule 18 of the Iron Ore Mines Labour 
Welfare Cess Rules, 1963, the Central Government hereby 
Axes Indore to be the headquarters of the said Advisory 
CmiD*itfee. 


[F. No. U/I90I2/9/71-M.TV] 
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Xt foxxV, 7 TXT Ft, 19 7 3 

WT° 49 6. — Xlg XXXT XTTT XX T^XIT XTTX fTTX, 

196 3 % fTTX 3 T UqfTTX ( 2 ) % TW T fox TtU xxxx *m 

xx tptft xxxx xFjttxx 1991 (iopi tt as) ;itxt 4 

J1TT XXXT xf’tTTT art XX'tT TT?t Vfftx X1TT XTxrT T XX, 

f)3P]K %ffx 'JTTTX XXTX7 TV xhjtlTTTr T° XT o XT a 3693 

xrfar 9 mzwr,, imps ‘Ft g ft rei H *x* gt[ %^"T xxrxt, 

otItt nm % fxt( cr«F xxrfpRX *rfirf% =tt, xxtsttt tst ttxt 

fxx% fxxrfafiirx xtft gw , xxff : — 

i- xx xxf -rftm rm, ■tprx'rrx 

2 . nx xmx, x^tt we, xxxtx i txwj 

3 . =sft txtt xrx fxxx fxTWx mr if x?tt Bpjtt xxr 
111 77 ! , fTHTX TTTj fXNT IJtTXT^ 1 

4. XYXST, tjfTTT TfTT (W, sjTTI'fX I * TftXT X XTTX; 

V T}TX *STTf*ra'l X 

j trfxfxfa 

5. XXXlTFT TF'Xt, XErtXF, Ifafft 
XTXE, TRfVX I 

6. :-fr xN jfo 'tFot TTOX TTXfax ']3^TT% xteXT«T 

otttx Tfsr, tftxx fxm twtox y m +4f.ia % sifx- 
(txTxt) J fxftr 

7 . »ft TT^o tiRT, TTST tIxT, %XtWT<STT 
XfX XT 734 + 1 r XT, S'Wr’fT 9 T ; Tt 7 4, 

1X41 CXUR ( XTTTT ) 

a. xr° xxTfcpft shirr, xtrA st« xtt xrr xfTfrfa i 

XtgT iraw, TXT: I 

9. TeTTT SrTTTFPP, AtX TTFF TTT XX XfXT 
x*ttt ftrftr xflWT, sjttxtt i 

2. xV TTXT: ^TX XX TPXTX TTTX fxTX, 1 9 (5 3 % fTTX 

is t xxxxx x xF'jftx xwrx, xxxip.r Tjxxhwrx m ttt xxtx- 

TTt XfxN TT tpTTTT fTTT TTTrft If I 

[HU X° To 190 12 / 1 / 7 1 - 13 X 0 4] 

fix wtt° x*n wrxxfax 


New Delhi, Ihc 7th February, 1973 

S.O. 4%.- — In exercise of ihe powers conferred by section 
4 of the Iron Ore Mines l abour Welfare Cess Act, 1961 (58 
of 1961), read with sub-rule (2) of rule 3 of the Iron Ore Mines 
Labour Welfare Cess Rules, 1963, and in supersession of the 
notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of 
Labour, Employment and Rehabilitation No. S.O. 3693 dated 
the 9ih October, 1968, the Central Government hereby consti- 
tutes an Advisory Committee for the Slate of Orissa with (ho 
following as the members , namely 

1. Labour Minister, Chairman 

State of Orissa, 

Bhubaneswar, 

2. Labour Commissioner, Vice-Chairman 

Government of Orissa. 

Bhubaneswar. 

3. Shri Kulan Bagey, Member of the Legislative 

MLA of Jfisra Constituency, Assembly. 

Sundargarh District. 

4. Chairman, ' Representatives of the 

Orissa Mining Corporation, j Iron Ore Mines Owners 

Bhubaneswar. J- of Orissa. 

6. Shri Rajani Kant Gandhi, | 

Superintendent . Bolani Ores, 

Barbil. J 

6. Shri C.D. Farida, C/o Barbil "| 

Workers' Union, F.O. BARBIL., j 
Distt. Kconjhar, (Orissa). j 

7. Shri H. Bera, , Representatives of Iron 

General Secretary, V Ore Mines Worker) of 

The Kconjlmr Mines <& Forest j Orissa. 

Workers Union, I 

F.O. Barbil, Distt. Keoilihar 1 

(Orissa). j 

5. Dr. Sarojini Pradhan. Woman representative 

C/o Dr. Medan Mohan Pradhan, 

Cuttack. 

9. The Welfare Administrator, Secretary 

Iron Ore Mines Labour Welfare 
Fund Orissa, Bhubanswar, 

2. I 11 pursuance of rule 18 of the Iron Ore Mines Labour 
Welfare Cess Rules, 1963, the Central Government hereby 
fixes BhubaneswaT to be Ihe headquarters of the snid Advisory 
Committee. 

[ F. No. u; 1 901 2/1/7 1 -M . L V] 

F.R.NAYAR, Under Socy, 
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